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On the SeveNTH REPORT of 2be

SELecT COMMITTEE.

N the eve of an Ele&ion for Direc-
tors to ferve the Eaft-India Com-
pany, and at a moment when the
Proprietary have an urgent neceflity for ex-
ercifing the moft unbiaffed judgment, in
chufing the future Guardians of their ex-
piring privileges, appears a thundcring Re-
port from the Sele@ Committee, arraigning
the conduét of the late Chairman and De-

‘ puty, at prefent out by rotation, and Candi-~

dates for re-ele@ion. ~ Recollecting, as I do,

< with all poffible veneration, the former very

4§

candid and public-fpirited ftritures of this
refpectable body, and fully awake to the
difintereftednefs of their labours, I am ex~
ceedingly hurt that the obligation of feizing
the earlieft opportunity to draw the atten-
tion of the Houfe of Commons to matters

wn of fuch magnitude, fhould give envy and

fcandal a plea (however groundlefs) for fuf-
B pecting
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pecting fomething of perfonality, or private
end, in the compofition and publication of
the prefent Report. It will be faid (and I

am forry that I have not now time to refute

the charge) that the crifis chofen for print-

ing this Report is, of itfelf, a convincing ar-
gument of the illiberality of its principles.
That while the blame (if any blame there

be) with refpeé to the feveral tranfactions
there mentioned, will be found ultimately

to reft in toto with the Secretary to the
Committee of Secrecy at the India-Houfe,

_/ the main efforts of the Report are aimed
©  againft the chara@er of Mr. Sulivan,—That
as it is the very birth-right and unalienable
privilege of a Britith fubje, to be heard in
his defence, and to be tried by his peers—
fo it is the greateft invafion of that privi-
lege, and the moft tyrannous oppreflion of
that birth-right, to infinuate criminality be-
fore conviion ; to prejudice the Jury by
anticipated fentence, and by a premature
trial to preclude the poffibility of exculpa-
tion.—-It will therefore, I fear, be whifpered,
that it is an attempt to miflead the judgment
/ of the Proprietors, and to hurt Mr. Sulivan
in his ele@ion.--- And as no man, who fhall
come calmly to the perufal of the Report,
‘can pofiibly hefitate, for a:moment, in pro-
./ nouncing that gentleman’s innocence, I am
much
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much alarmed, left national fpirit and honeft
indignation (hould fo far get the better of
private engagements, or perfonal diflike,
or prudential caution, in the prefent in-
ftance, as to infure Mr. Sulivan’s ele&ion,
with a majority equal to that by which Mr.
Haftings very lately triumphed over a no lefs

equitable manceuvre.
Shame to be cajoled by what may be re-
prefented as fo flimfy an artifice, confcious
abhorrence of imbibing prejudices from ex
Parte evidence, and real fympathy for the
common danger of having all our individual
rights and charaéters thus wantonly, thus in-
tereftedly, and thus injurioufly torn to pieces,
will operate moft effectually to the counter-
action of that (yftem, which many may fuf-
pe& the Report to have been calculated to
promote : and as the mind naturally lves to
Jix on perfons rather than things, it is to be
apprehended, that, if an idea of any unfairnefs
or lurking treachery in the compilation of
this Report, thould once unfortunately make
its way,—the eyes of the public will patu-
rally be turned on the acknowledged Com-
piler. ‘This is the circumftance I moft dread,
—this is the point which all well-withers to
the Report (hould labour to obviate. Should
this once obtain, motives and defigns, and
confequences refpe&ing the critical moment
: B 2 of
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of promulgation and infidious management
of the charge, will burft forth into convic-
tion. The Chairman of the Sele& Com-
mittee will then be well underftood to pit
himfelf againft the refpe@able Candidate,
who has been eight times Chairman at the
India-Houfe : as another great reporter has
caft his gauntlet at the Governor General of
Bengal. Dii boni! homo bomini quantum
diftat !—The Honourable General has, how-
ever, fecured himfelf one advantage in the
prefent Conteft, by being no longer in a ca-
pacity to infult the feelings of the Proprie-
tary, or aggravate their abhorrence of his
Chara&er and Principles, by naufeous decla-
mations.

For myfelf, withing moft fincerely well
to the caufe of truth and juftice, I can but
call on the Independent and difinterefted
Proprictors of India-Stack, to interpofe ef-
feGtually, for the prefervation of their own
Freedom of Elecion; and to fupport, againft
the machinations of interefted malice, that
charaéer, for firmnefs and confiftency, which
in two inftances they have lately fo honour-
ably acquired, by defeating all the overtures
of Minifterial Corruption, and all the bluf-
terings of Unconftitutional Authority.

Moch as 1 refpect the general principles
on which this laft and feventh Report from

~ the
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the Sele¢t Committee is founded, I fhall take
the liberty of exprefling my fentiments on
fome of its articles, in which I am fo unfor-
tunate as not entirely to acquicfce.

In the firft place, I beg leave to obferve,
that the late ac for regulating the Judicature -
in Bengal, owes its exiftence to the Scle&
Committee. The fole effective product of
feven voluminous Reports, it was the dar-
ling of their labours, the plea at once and
pledge of their exiftence: and no wonder
that their vanity was gratified in contempla-
tion of its importance, and their paflions in-
terefted in the completion of its- obje&s.
Hence the eagernefs with which they have
traced its progrefs to India, and the folici-
tude with which they watched its fate:
hence too we muft account for -their appa-
rently wilful ignorance of -its atrival at Cal-
cutta, in their undifcerning fury for its ori-
ginal mifcarriage.

The public will, no doubt, confider the
Select Committee as perfeétly juftified, and
even laudably anxious in afcertaining-to'a
point of indifputable certainty, the difpatch
of this regulating act to India: and in being
fomewhat warm at any delay, either cafual
or defigned.  But it will probably conceive
them to have reafon to be fully pacified, or
at leaft to abate part of their inveteracy,

on
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on learning that the faid A& did really pro-
¢eed to India by the firft difpatch of that
nature, by which A&s of Parliament were
ufually tranfmitted ; and was in po refpeét
othérways retarded, than by the unaveida-
ble accidents of a fea voyage ; and is known
to have been within a week’s diftance from
Bengal upwards of nine months ago.

- With nothing more than a previous know-
ledge of this fa@, how ealily may every
fyllable of criminatory matter againft Mr.
Bulivan, and Sir William James, as urged in
the Seventh Report, be done away! Let
but the reader: anticipate each fentence of
the Report with recolle@ion of this fingle
circamftance, and I leave the reft, with the
utmoft confidence, to his own confcience,~
We' will now take a little furvey of the
whole tranfaction.

In July; 1581, the Bengal Judicature A&
paffed in Parliament. In Auguft, the Try-
al Sloop was difpatched with packets from
the India Company, to their feveral prefi-
dencies, and copies of this A¢t were then fent
on boeard (Seventh Report, page 5). InDe-
cember, 1781, the Scle@t Committee exa-
mined Mr. Sulivan, then Chairman of the
Court of Directors, refpeting the difpatch
of the Judicature A&. His evidence was
full, complete, and (as I ftill think, with all

) - deference



{73

deference to the Commitee)fully fatisfa&ory,
in regard to the tranfmiffion of the Acts by
the Tryal Sloop. But Mr. Sulivan, with
the care of the commerce and finance, the
politics and legiflation, all the internal and
external arrangements of all the Company’s
affairs, abroad and at home,on his thoulders,
had forgotten to fend by an early opportuni-
ty an order for the retribution of certain in-
dividuals in India, for aéts of oppreflion com-
mitted on them by the Supreme Court, to
which he ftood pledged, as Chairman of
the Company. It was an overfight, not
pofiible to be accounted for but by the hur-
ry of bufinefs. Neither Mr. Sulivan nor
his friends, nor his semoteft conneions
could lofe or gain a fhilling by this retri-
bution. It would neither have committed
his authority, nor affe¢ted his interefts. He
acknowledged the omiffion, fubmitted to the
cenfure, and redtified the error by the very
firft occafion. But on the fubjeét ‘of tranf-
mitting the A¢ itfelf, he urged that it had
been fent by the Tryal Sloop, the very firt
public conveyance, within a month: of its
being in print; that no other means of dif-
patch had offered, and that the packet had
been unfortunately retarded by ftrefs of
weather. y
The Tryal floop finally failed in February,
v A 8R4
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1782, ‘and by various letters now in England,
it is well known that fhe parted from Gan-
jam (lefs than a week’s fail from Bengal) on
the 3d of July laft, carrying with her both the
A¢t in queftion, and the orders for indemni-
fication of the Patna Magiftrates. Mor. Suli-
van’s evidence therefore has been, from firft
to laft, uniform, undefigning, and ftrictly to
the point. - He originally depofed, that the
Aés went in the Tryal Sloop, and that it
was fent with theCompany’s only public dif-
patch, It has been proved in the firft Report
(page 11), that a General Letter from the
Court of Directors, is the ufual and official
channel for communicating A&s of Parli-
ament to their fervants abroad ; and it is
now certain, that the faid Judicature A&s ar-
rived in India, in the Tryal Sloop, in July
Iaft.
' The Sele& Committee then examined
Mr. Wilkes, Secretary to the Secret Com-
mittee, at the India-Houfe, to difcover whe-
ther any fecret difpatches had been fent from
the India-Houfe, in the interval, between
the firft publication of the Judicature Aé,
and its final difpatch in the Tryal Sloop.
From him they learnt that a packet had been
fent away by fea on the 3d of Auguft, the
very day after the A& in queftion was print-
ed, and what feems to have furprifed them

: much,
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‘much, that copies of the faid A& were in« -
clofed in that packet.

Here was opengd a glorious feerie for a*
licious ‘conjeéture, and perplexing crofs-
queftions.  The Chairman had acknow=
ledged nothing but 2 public conveyance by
the Tryal Sloop—the Secretary hinted, in
myfterious termis, a private difpatch.

In whatever confufion this matter might
have been involved, at the time of Mr.
Wilkes’s firft examination, it is now known,
that thefe difpatches of the 3d of Auguft,
were fent on board two Men of War, under
fecret failing orders, but deftined for India:
and that in confequence of fome other ne-
ceflities of the State, the faid fhips did not
perform their route to India, but returned
to England in O&ober, and the Difpatches
from the Company were fent back to the
India-Houfe early in the month of Novem-
ber.—Mr. Sulivan, therefore, who gave
his evidencé to the Sele@ Committee in
December, and who had never confidered
the Difpatch of the 3d of Auguft but as of
a private nature, and within the firieft
conftruction of a State Secret, might natu-
rally, and with propriety, deem it equivalent
to no difpatch at all; and therefore, fo far
from leading the Committee into an error
on' that head (page 14), he gave them no

C grounds
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grounds for fufpicion of the poffibility of
fuch a circumftance. But the embarrafiment
and perplexity of the Sccretary, on his in-
quifitorial examination, having given the
Sele&t Committee much room for unfair ani-
madverfion, it was permitted him to trench
fo far upon this Secret, as to acknowledge
the Difpatch of the 3d of Auguft.

To this fingle circumftance may, I think,
be afcribed the very exiftence of the Seventh
Report, and I defy the acuteft of mankind
to difcover the truth of the tranfadtion, or
to unravel the confufion of cenfure, as in-
volved in the purpofed obfcurity of that Re-
port, without fome collateral knowledge
or information. = And this I fhall now en-
deavour to fupply.—

Appendix, No. 2, A, of the Seventh Re-
port, ‘contains the original draft of a letter
from the Committee of Secrecy at the
India-Houfe, to Bengal, dated the 1ft of
Auguft, 1781, and fent on the 3d of the
fame month on board the Men of War, as
above mentioned.

This letter is incontrovertibly proved to
have contained no mention whatever of the
Judicature A&; for the words, * AéZ paffed,”
which are now, by implication, underftood
to fignify the Judicature A&, have been
foifted in, ‘fince the letter returned from the

King’s
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King’s fhips, in the place of the real word,
¢ Appendixes,” and the fentence, in its firft
ftate, ran thus, * We now fend another
¢« Copy of that Report, and of the 4ppen-
¢ dixes, for your further information.” This
paragraph is clearly in the official language
of communication. But' when the word
Appendixes was altered to A paffed, and
the fentence made to run in this manner,
“ We now fend another Copy of that Re-
«“ port, and of the 47 paffed, for your further
<< information,”’ the fenfe itfelf is mati-
lated, the connexion broken, and the fiGtion
evident. For who would think of fending
an A& of Parliament by way of information?
And who would ufe the indefinite terms, of
an A& paffed,as deferiptive of a particular A&
on a particular fubje& ? This is not the ftyle
of bufinefs :—and common fenfe would have
combined with official experience in the
Chairman or Deputy to corre& the paffage,
had it ever been thewn or recited to either
of them. But Mr. Wilkes’s own evidence
proves that it was done totally without their
previous advice, and that ¢« There were no
“* orders given for it (page 9), nor did he
ever fhew Mr. Sulivan the papers after thz

alteration was made (page 12).
On the return of that Difpatch, and
about the time of Mr. Sulivan’s Examination,
C2 M.

-
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M, Wilkes called upon Mr. Sulivan, and
told him the Judicature A& had bccn fent
in it -—\fee his Evidence, 7th Report, page
11) he fays, *¢ I called upon Mr. Sulivan, and
< to!d him the Judicature A¢ts had begn fent:
« he knew the Packets were come back :
‘6. he dlrc&ed me to bring the Letter, which
¢ [ did, before there was any alteration made
¢ in it. He faid, he obferved there was no.
5. mention wade . of the Judicature A& in
s the Letter. This is the fubftance of what
< pach between us.”’—Mr. Wilkes made
up. the Packet,~not Mr. Sulivan,—Mr.
Wilkes afferted that the Judicature A¢t had
bcqn inclofed in, it,—Mr. Sulivan oppofed
to. this, the omiffion of all mention. of.it in
the Lctter Mr. Wilkes perfifted in his
ﬁr(’c aﬂ”cmon, and, without any inftrn&ion
ﬁ'om Mr. Suhvan, went home and altered
the Letter, which he never thewed to Mr.
livan afterwards.
The Sele& Committee, in the 6th page of
the. Report, have the following paragraph :
<« Your Committee having perufed thefe
papers (i. €. the draft of letter of the 3d
€ of Auguft) muft remark to the Houfe the
£ very d;ﬂ’cren_t manner in which the Com-
¢ mittee of Secrecy menticned the two AEts.
¢ The Judicature A&, which, amongft
« other 1 important points, gave relicf to the.
¢ Patna.

- wad
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«¢ Patna Magiftrates, is fent for the infor-
«¢ mation of the Council General,withoutany
“ injunction of obedience or attention to it:
< But in the very next fentence, when the
“ A& of the prolongation of the Charter is
« mentioned, then it is faid to be fent, not
“ for their information only, but for their
« guidance alfo, and ftri& attention and
¢ obedience is enjoined thereto.”

So palpable an infult on common fenfe .
and common juftice, I did not think com-
patible even with Afiatic depravity of foul.
The charaéer of an innocent man is firft of
all deliberately impeached by groundlefs
infinuation ; and it is then proved beyond
the poffibility of cavil (pages 11and 12), and.
afterwards in the very words of the Report
{page 14), that, ¢ not only from his own™
(Mr. Wilkes’s) ¢ confeflion, but from the
< alteration in the Records, it evidently ap-
« pears, that no mention whatfoever had
¢ been made in the letter of the 3d of Au-
< guft, 1781, of the tranfmiffion of the Ju-
¢ dicature A&.”

Can any terms be too grofs-for fo infa-.
mous a violation of every thing juft, and
manly, and decent? The Reporter firft takes
up. the falfe fide of the queftion, and from
thence, by a jefuitical and unfair inference,
draws @ criminatory. charge againft the

Chairman
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Chairman of the Company, whom he knew
at the time to be unconcerned in the whole
tranfation ; and, in a very few pages after-
wards, thunders againft the embarraffed Se-
cretary as author of that very falfification,
from which he had but the inftant before
taken advantage to deduce a moft calumni-
ous and unwarrantable conclufion.

If thefe be the weapons by which he
means to affail Mr. Sulivan and Sir Wm.
James, I affure him they willall rebound back
upon himfelf, without any prejudice to his
antagonifts ; and I would advife him to
adopt the more effectual, and lefs diabolical
inftraments of poifon or affaflination, to ac-
complith his purpofe.

After all, the remark is no lefs ridiculous
than: bafe; for what is the difference be-
tween tranfmitting one A& of Parliament
for information,and another for obedience :—
They were both to be tranfmitted to the fub-
je&s of the fame State, and would become
obligatory without any notice or injunction
whatfoever from the Chairman and his De-
puty; for in what method could they incul-
cate obedience to thofe who thould be in-
clined to difobey an A& of Parliament ? and
how could they fuppofe zbeir orders likely
to be more effeGual than the faws of their
country ? And even admitting all this heap

of
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of abfurdity, it makes nothing againft th¢
paragraph in"queftion 5 for the operation of
the Judicature A& extended only to the
Members of  the Supreme Court, and to
them moft certainly the authority of the
Chairman and his Deputy did not reach.
So that even in this ftate of the fact they
might have fent the A& for their infor-
mation, but could not poffibly give them
orders toobey it. The Honourable General,
I'find by this and other inftances of falfe
logic, is not an adept in the Ariftotelian
Science : His doétors have not been of the
clafs of irrefragables.

Mr. Sulivan the Chaxrman, or Sir Wm.
James his Deputy, or both, are next crimi-
nated for having (as it i infifted page 15)
*¢ given permiffion to the fittitious paragraph
“ of the letter of the 3d of ‘Auguft being
¢« prefented to your Committee ‘as the real
«¢ paragraph of the letter of the Committee
 of Secrecyof that date.”

Upon this article it~ is only given in evi-
dence, page 14, ¢* that when orders are fent
« from a Committee of the Houfe of Com-
*“ mons, for any papers, or copxcs of papers;
“ that the proper officer- waits upon the
¢ Chairman or Deputy Chairman of the
¢¢ Eatt-India Company, to receive inftruc-
““’tions, and that-the orders fo received from

 a Com-
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*¢ 2 Committe¢ of this Houfe are read and
** minuted by the Court of Directors at their
¢ next meeting.” ‘To what, therefore, does
this teftimony amount ?- To nothing more,
than that the Secretary muft have waited on
the Chairman or Deputy for inftru&ions :
that his inftru@ions muft have been, that
he thould furnifh the Sele¢ Committee with
the letter in demand, and-that he carried
that letter in which he had previoufly in-~
ferted his own authorized alterations. i

Not a particle of proof here, or even of
implication, to lead to a belief that either the
Chairman or his Deputy faw the letter be-
fore its tranfmiffion Yo the Selet Committee,
much. lefs that they authorized the prefen-
tation of the fititious paragraph. And, in-
deed, Mr. Wilkes exprefsly affirms, -(page
12,) that  be did not fhew the Papers, after
ss the alterations, to. Mr. Sulivan.”’— Here;
then we have another infinuation, equally
well founded with the former, and no lefs
charatteriftic of the principles and views of
its inventive parent. E

I have pretty well got over the principal
articles of Accufation, and, I hope, fully
refuted them.  Of the finaller animadvera
fions, one is, the omiffion to fend the Judi-
cature A&, by Meflieurs Dunkin and Smart,
who commenced their journey to India, by

land,
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land, on the 8th of December, 1781. To
this objetion it may be anfwered, that the
Packets fent by land from the Committee of
Secrecy, are always very concife, and moft
¢ommonly In cypher; that it was totally
unufual to fend an A& of Parliament by
any other than a Sea conveyance, and inclofed
in a General Letter (1ft Report, pages r1and
32); and that there was good reafon to hope,
that the Tryal Sloop might get to India as
carly as the land Difpatch. Events have
fully juftified the expeation; for Meflicurs
Dunkin and Smart, arrived at Bombay on
the 2oth of May, and are known to have
been at Madras in the middle of July. The
Tryal Sloop arrived at Ganjani (upwards of
400 miles beyond Madras)on the 2d of July,
and failed for Bengal on the 3d, where the

muft have arrived by the 8th at fartheft. .
A few words on the ftory of the Box,
related in pages 12 and 13 of the Report.
The box itfelf, the marks, &c, are all plau-
fibly accounted for; the only doubt is about
the feal. Itis proved that Mr. Stephens, of
the Admiralty, received and returned a fea/ed
Packet. Mr. Owen’s evidence leads to a
Jufpicion, that the Packet, of which he was
called to teftify the contents, was not fealed,
This concerns Mr. Wilkes alone, and an
Affidavit from Mr. Owen or Mr, Wilkes,
D mufk
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muft here be the only method-for coming at
the truth *: and let it turn out as it may,
Mr, Sulivan and Sir William ™ James have
nothing to do with it.

Inthe firft page of the Report, the * Com-
“¢ mittee beg leave to inform the Houfe, that
¢ twenty months being elapfed fince the
¢¢ Judicature A& was pafled, and 7o advice
S of its promulgation being arrived, altho™
¢ evidence had been given of its being
“fent on the 3d.of Auguft, 1781, your
<t Committee thought it highly neceflary to
¢¢ examine into all the circumitances of the
¢ tranfmiffion of that A&, by the Difpatch
¢ of the 3d of Auguft.” :

The refult of that examination has been
already difcuffed, and the whole jumble of
inconfiftent Charges huddled together in the
Report, upon this original Error in Mr.
Wilkes’s evidence, 1 have above explained
and done away. At prefent, I only mean
to recall the attention of the Public to
the affertion, that »o advice of the promul-
gation of the Ait in India bas yet arriv-
ed. The Report, indeed, is very careful
that this circumftance fhall not be overlooky
¢d; for we find it again indgftiioufly thruft

¥ Mr, Wilkes has fince cleared up the matrer by
icircummmia‘l' affidavir, © © ¢
RN T AL Bt y .
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forward in page 17th and laft, ¢ finally, that
‘¢ although it is now upwards of 20 months
“ fince the A& was paffed, no account of -
“ its being arrived at Bengal has yet been
¢ received by the India Company.”

Thefe two attempts, to convey a totally
falfe idea in words compatible with meer
truth, are of {o fhallow and flimfy a texture,
that I fufpe the compiler of the Report
to have concealed their infertion from all
his more difcerning or {crupulous Col-
leagues. ;

It is indifputably true that there is no in-
telligence of the promulgation of the Judica=
ture A& in India, and equally fo, that the
India Company (in its colleltive capacity),
has received no (official) account of its arri-
val in India. But that theTryal Sloop arrived
at Ganjam on the 2d of July, 1782, and
failed from thence on the 3d for Calcutta,
is as well known ' to every individual con-
neted with the Company, as the exiftence
of the Judicature A& itfelf ; and in July
the paflage from Ganjam to Calcutta Is as
fafe by water asthe Ferry over the Thames
at Weftminfter Bridge. So that a week be-
yond the 2d of July is much more than
ample allowance for its actval promulgation
at Calcutta.

This Seventh Report therefore is founded

D2 upon
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upon the fame minute attention to the
flate of falts, upon the fame liberality of
fentiment, and patriotic confiderations for
public utility, as the Six preceding excel-
lent compofitions, on which I have already
had the honour to offer a few remarks. It
is an admirable addition to the original work,
and compleats- the honourable compiler’s
digeft of fabricated criminality. In the laft
Seffions the Honourable General was pleafed
to pronounce an elaborate panegyric on the
extraordinary merits of his Honourable
Friend’s Six Reports; The illuftrious Author
has lately returned the adulatory incenfe in
an extravagant compliment on the prefent
mafter-piece of the General. As the merits
of both are nearly equal, fo I think are their
chances for the affent and approbation of
the Public. ‘

Rui Bavium non odit, amet tua Carmina,
Mevi.
DETECTOR.
2th dpril, 1783,
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On the new BiLv, propofed for the better
RecurLaTioN of the BRiTIsH PossEse
sioNs iz INDIA:

LETTER L

Mr. EpiTOR,

HE Secret Committee of the Houfe

of Commons, appointed to invefti-

gate the caufes of the war in the Carnatic,
acquired, in the courfe of their labours, fuch
an extenfive knowledge of all the Eaft-In-
dia Company’s concerns, as to be compe-
tent for new-modelling every branch of Go-
vernment, and overturning every principle of
policy in all our Afiatic poffeflions. Thejr
enquiries with refpect to this war feemed to
be clofed laft feflions in 44 refolutions, of
which (although paffed by a very thin meet-
ing of the Houfe of Commons) it is fair to
fay, that they were received with little cre-
dit or refpe& by the nation at large: that
they were minutely, though candidly, can-
vafled, and in great part fatisfactorily refuted.
Whatever might be the motive that pro-~
duced thefe hafty refolutions, their effect has
indeed been very inconfiderable. The war:
in'the Carnatic ftill rages, and the caufe of
its. commencement is {till as obfcure as the

period
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period of its termination.  Political empiri=
cifm has hitherto prefcribed no effeGtual re-
medy for the diforder, nor has Hyder Ally
thewn the flighteft tendency to pacification
in return for our voluntary effufions of mo-
deration and forbearance. ~ If, however, an
idea of parliamentary interpofition hath al-
ready fo far operated on the Councils of the
Mahrattas, as to caufe delay in the ratifica-
tion of that treaty to which they had pre-
vioufly, by their plenipotentiary, given a full
affent; if a reliance on the diftractions of
our government and the mutability of our
{yftems hath infpired our enemies with freth
courage for the profecution of hoftilities
abroad: bere, at leaft, our Committees have
effetually anfwered the purpofes of their
appointment. Delinquency has been clear-
ly defined, accurately traced out, and incon-
trovertibly convicted. Bills of pains and pe-
nalties have been urged with unufual feve-
rity : and while afliftance for the vigorous
conduét of the war has been dealt out with
a parfimonious and fufpicious referve, all the
weapons of perfecution have been whetted
againft the devoted objeéts, to whofe inat-
tention or incapacity the origin of the ca-
lamity feems to have been imputed ; juft as
if a furgeon, after performing amputation in
a dangerous frafture, thould employ him-f
fel
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felf in cutting and anatomizing the diftem-
pered limb, inftead of applying the bandages,
and fupprefling the hzmorrhage. While the
Reports of the Secret Committee appeared
to bear uncommonly hard on certain Mem,
bers of the Madras Government, while Hy-
der’s invafion was in them reprefented as
the joint produ& of ambition and refent-
ment, men looked for the caufes of the
war to the feat of its ravages; and thought
that the mere deftination of hoftilities fuf-
ficiently difcriminated their motive. But
the Refolutions founded on thofe Reports
quickly opened their eyes,and attributed by 2
chain of fanciful, remote,arbitrary dedu@ions,
a portion of the misfortune to the Gavernoc
General of Bengal. Slight, however, as his
fhare in the blame of this tranfa&ion muft
neceffarily have been, and vifionary as the
imputation will moft certainly appear to all
who fhall take the trouble to perufe the Re-
ports, he was marked out as the firft object
of reprehenfion, and the Houfe of Com-
mons was, by fome management, prevailed
upon to vote his recal.

We can all well recolle¢t the different
manceuvres practifed at the eaft and weft endg
of the town, for effecting this laudable pur-
pofe: and we feel an honeft exultation in
erqc]aimring,' that the fpirited efforts of an

“ extray
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€xtraordinary majority in the Court of Pro-
prietors baffled (as both by law and the
principles of their charter they were au-
thorifed to do) all thofe attempts. A fet of
then, deeply and perfonally interefted in the
profperity of Indian affairs, agreed, jix o ore,
ta entruft the management and prefervation
of their property to a man, whom a fudden
and unfatisfactory vote of an inconfiderable
part of one branch of the legiflature tended
to banith from their fervice. About 40
tiiembers of the Houfe of Commons, carried
the refolution for Mr. Haftings’s recal ;- up-
Wards of 420 proprietors of India ftock,
tinited for his continuation.. Leaving the
doctrine of parliamentary infallibility to thofe
who have never read reports or refolutions,
1 fhall pot feruple to affirm, and to put it to
the confcience of every man of common
fenfe, . that 220 refpeétable proprietors of
India ftock, are colletively as able judges
of the merits and demerits of Mr. Hattings,
4s any forty members who ever fat in the
Houte. I will go farther, and will affert it
25 my moft unalterable copviction, that the
fiumber of Members of Parliament who bal-
lotted 1n their proprietary capacity for the
Governor General’s continuation, far exceed-
td thofe Whe in the Houfe were content

by
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by a filent nod to authenticate the refolution
for bis removal, :

But, though the cloud of laft feffions
pafled over innocuous, the ftorm ftill con+
tinued to gather: and is now burft in the
tremendous thunder of a Bill | It Mr. Haft-
ings could heretofore ftem the ftream of
partiality in a vote of the Commons, he fhall
now be overwhelmed by a torrent of the
whole Legiflatore. If the Proprietors of
India ftock wifely and conicientiouily con-
tributed to his continuation in their fervice
by a legal and conftitutional exertion of their
prerogative, that prerogative fhall therefore
be abolithed by /ew. 1f the India Company
has been preferved at the very inftant of
bankruptcy, and if their foreign pofleffions
have been defended by exertions bordering
on impoffibility : if the whole train of their
affairs have been gradually improved from
contufion and diflipation, to fyftem, to
economy, to profperity, by the man of
their unbiaffed and deliberate choice felected,
approved, and ennfirmed to the {fame office
by three fueceive Aéts of Parliament at
diftin& and diftant periods; thofe Aés
thall now be abrogated ih a moment ; that
man fhall be violently removed by a new
law, and the Company’s right of nominating,
continuing, or difplacing, not only this, br.ht

E a
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‘all their other confidential fervants in the
whole extent of their fettlements, thall be for
ever done away! The only vifible plea or
pretence for this infringement of the char-
ter, this invafion of property, this bare-
faced exertion of defpotifm, is the dif-
miffion of Governor General Haftings. To
remove him, nothing lefs than an A& of
Parliament could fufhice ¢ and permifiion for
bringing in an A& to this purpofe, being
once obtained, every additional encroach-
ment on the Company’s rights that could be
any how foifted in, was fo much clear gain
to the Courtly fyftem of arbitrary Patronage.
Every ufcful, every plaufible alteration pro-
pofed by the prefent bill is fully compati-
ble with the Company’s acual powers un-
der their Charter ; and if the colleGive ex-
perience of a fet of men of bufinefs, who
have feen, as DireGors of long ftanding,
the caufes of moft of our calamities in Afia,
and as Proprietors have felt their effeéts, be
not adequate to the difcovery of the proper
remedies, furely the occafional perufal of a
number of temporary récords in the courfe
of the fittings of a Committee for two Sef-
fions, and with all the interruptions of other
Parliamentary bufinefs, may be. pronounced
very incompetent to the arduous undertak-
ing. In the courfe of my little correfpon-

dence,
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dence, Mr. Editor, I propofe to examine the
principles of the bill now before me, and to
give an account of the fcope and tendency,
the expediency and utility of its feveral
claufes. I have no doubt but the Com-
pany’s cafe (as there treated) will fully ap-
pear ta be that of a lunatic, who, though -
not fo frantic as to be deprived of all the
benefits and profits of his eftate, is yet con-
fidered as too infane to be entrufted with
the management and controul of it, Much
do I fear that this legiflative courfe of treat-
_ment, fo little adapted to the nature and
fymptoms of the malady, will very fpeedily
leave the patient no alternative from a ftraig

waiftcoat !
DETECTOR,

LETTER IIL

MRgr. EpiToR,

T is a curious but melancholy fpeculati-
on, to trace the flow and infinuating ad-
vances of defpotic power: to obferve how
an almoft impcrccptible change in the fpirit
Ez of
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of public meafures, under an affeed feru+
pulofity of adherence to eftablithed forms,
may gradually undermine the ftrongeft bul-
warks of public llberty My prefent ad-
drefs is to the proprictors of India ftock;
but my fubje@ is of confequence to cvcry
chartered body in the kingdom, and to eve-
ry man who can feel what it is to be a-Bri-
ton. Within the laft ten years have the
fubftance and marrow of all the Ealt-India
Company’s corporate rights been gently and
unfufpettedly frittered away, under the ap-
pearance of much candid attention’ to the
privileges of its charters, and a ftadied com-
pliance with the eftablithed’ pnncnples of its
inflitution. Every real prerogative, every
{alid 'advantage of independence, hath been
melied down by piecemeal, and abforbed in
thc all-grafping influence of the Crown ; H in
that influence, which, by a momentary im-
pulfe of exalted patriotifm, the Houfe of
Commons voted to have increafed, to be in-
creafing, and that it ought o be dlmmlfhed
n that virtuous vote is contained a fure and
perfe@ antidote agzinft the pernicious ten-
dency of a bill juft brought into Parliament,
under the fpecious title of & bester regula”
tion and government of the Britif pojfilfions
P India, and the Jecurity and prefervation
;ffreq/ & A bul whxch would dx‘folve evety

Xl e
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tie of public faith, violate every barrier of
perfonal and corporate property, annihilate
the fecurity of every grant from the legif
lative or executive powers of government,
and eftablifh in Afia a fyftem of unlimited
tyranny.

¢ A bill for the better regulation and go-
« vernment of the Britith poffeffions in In-
¢¢ dia,”’—=Where are thefe ' pofleflions—by
whom acquired, and by whom enjoyed ?—
Certainly by Britons—and fo far they are
Britifh pofleflions. But the pofleffions here
alluded to are the fettlements and territories
belonging to the Britith Eaft-India Compa-
ny: private, not national property. Though
I much fear, if this term ¢ Britifh poffe/fions’
be admitted to pafs ina&s of the legiflature,
as defcriptive of the Company’s eftates; it
will (to ufe an elegant legal phrafe), by a
fition of law, covin, engine or deceitful
conveyance, ultimately transfer to the Crown
a conftructive claim to thofe eftates.

_ Britith poffeflions l—The words at the
furft fight give an idea of pofleffions attach-
ed to and dependent on the Britith Crown ;
in a legal and parliamentary ftyle they can
imply nothing elfe. Such are at this day
fome few of the Weft-India Iflands, and
fach were at one time the Thirteen Colo-
pies of America, now independent, But in

this
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this fenfe it is fair and decent to deny that
we have any Britith pofieffions in India—
and it will perplex the Crown, and the
Crown: lawyers, and all the lawyers both of
England and Scot/and, to prove that fuch
pofleflions exift. I am aware that the pre=
fent bill has but adopted this term from the
late regulating and Judicature A&s; that
the reports of the Committees, both Secret
and Seleé, thus define the Eaft-India Com-
pany’s territorial property, and that in ordi-
nary difcourfe the phrafe might pafs unex-
amined and unfufpected. But it is now time
to detect the fallacy, and this is the fpot
whereon to make our firft vigorous ftand.
A word is enough to the cunning as well as
to the wife ; and this word ¢ Brififb,’ if
careleflly admitted as definitive of the In:
dia Company’s pofleflions, will foon leave
it 710 poffeffions at all. ‘The fa& is, that fince
the 27th of March, 1668, when King
Charles the Second ceded Bombay to the
Company for ever, and fince 16th of De-
cember, 1673, when the fame King ceded
St. Helena to the faid Company for ever
alfo, the Crown has had no property what-
ever in India, nothing that can with legal
precifion be fiyled a Britifh poffeffion. Even
the 2d claufe of the Bill now before me,
betrays the inconfiftency of the term, and

’ fhews
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fhews the difficulty under which the framer
of it laboured in producing any thing like a
plaufible defcription of the Britifh poffeffions:.
It is as follows:—* And whereas, during
““ the time that the faid United Company
¢« of Merchants of England, trading to the
‘ Eaft Indies, have been in the poffeffion
* and ‘enjoyment of the faid whole fole and
¢ exclufive trade to the Eaft Indies, and
“ parts aforefaid, the faid United Company,
“affifted by the fleets and armies of ‘the-
¢« King’s Mijefty, and his Majefty’s royal
¢ Predeceflors, have conquered or other-
‘ wife acquired the kingdoms or provinces
““of Bengal, Babar, and Oriffa, and alfo
“““certain countries or diftricts fituate on the
‘¢ coaft of Coromandel; and alfo divers other
“ countries and diftrits in thofe parts
“'of Afia, commonly called the Eaf In-
‘ dies.”” It istherefore granted on all hands
that the Company hatn conquered or other-
wife acquired the kingdom of Bengal, &c.&c.
But it is aledged, ©that they were affifted
* by his Majefty’s fleets and armies.”. Be
it fo. The Company, trading under the
fanGtion and encouragement of a Royal
Charter, was clearly in the protection of the
Crown, and entitled to its affiftance. In
every national war, the Company hath
borne its fhare of the public burthen, in
common with every other member of the
ftate
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ftaté, and hath alfo incurred extraordinary
and voluntary expences to an- enormous a-
mount in defence of its own property., If
his Majefty’s fleets and armies have affifted
the Company in Afia, the very great in-
creafe of revenue to the crown, and of
wealth to the mother country, produced by
the fuccefsful exertions of the Company’s
{pirit of enterprize, hath purchafed that af-
fiftance a hundred-fold ; and thofe very
fleets and armies, while in India; are moftly
fupported at the Company’s private charge.---
If I regularly contribute my fhare of all the -
parochial rates and affeffments, the parith
muft proteét me, in common with the other
inhabitants of the ftreet, by a nightly watch.
The Company have done more : they have
advanced their full proportion of the gene-
ral affeflments; they have yielded to the
heavieft duties on their trade; to the moit
diftrefling conditions in all their negociations
with Government; and bave paid the watch-
man alfo. But even were we to clofe with
the argument adopted by the framer of the
bill, it would be no eafy tafk for him to de-
monftrate how the affiftance afforded by his
Majefty’s fleets and armies, hath fubjeCled
the pofieflions of the Company to the power
of the Crown. Colonel Clive, with the
Company’s own troops, gained the battle of
Plafley, while the Royal fleet befieged Chan-

dernagote:
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‘d¢rnagore.  That fettlement, as it was con-
quered by his Majefty’s arms, was given up
by his Majelty’s Minifters at the peace. Ben-
gal, Bahar, and Oriffa, are held ndt in right
of coﬂglw/! (for the Company reftored them
to the Nabob from whom they hid been
taken), but by a formal deed of ceffon from
the Emperor of Hindoftan. And to whom
were they ceded ?- Not to the Crown or Par-
liament of Great-Britain, but to the Englith
Eaft-India Company.” His Majefty’s fleets
and armies were fent to India to prétect the
national caufe, againft a national enemy.
What affiftance they might afford to the
Company was on the plea-and to the pur-
pofe of diftrefling the French. That formi-
dable antagomﬁ once-removed, the Com-
pany’s footing in the Eaft-Indies became
equally folid and extenfive. After all, 1
would not be underftood as dogmatically af-
fecting to pronounce, that the Crown hath

no right to the fterriforial acquifitions in -

Afia; but I affert that as yet there exxfts no
public and authoritative ‘A& déclaratory of
this right: and that it is beneath the dignity
of the Crown to obtain that prerogative or
influence by a quibbling fubterfuge, which
it hefitates to juftify on a legal and con(htu-
tional foundation. No doubt the firft regu-
lating A& of the 13th of the King, which

F difpofed

.
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difpofed of near 100,000l. flerling per
annum, of the Company’s property, in fala-
ries to the Supreme Council and Court of
Judicature, without the Company’s confent,
was a ftrong fymptom of an intended appro-
priation of the entire property, when occafion
fhould ferve. The introduction of the term
Britifb pojfeffions was another collateral indi-
cation of the fame defign. The term again
occurs in the title of the prefent Bill, and
it is now incumbent on the Company to
provoke it to a legiflative definition. The
merits of the Bill are out of the queftion,
until this Preliminary Article fhall have
been amply and fatisfaGorily difcufled.

LETTETR I

Mr. Ep1ToR,

HE Eaft-India Company have been

long threatened with a parliamentary
decifion on the right of property to the terri-
torial acquifitions in Afia: and, though the
Crown has not yet formally put in its claim,
encroachments on the Company’s fyftem of.
aétion
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action have of late been fo frequent and fo
alarming, as fufficiently to demonftrate the
fettled defign of a gradual fuperceffion.
When every executive funtion, and every
power of controul, fhall have been not only
fufpended, but annihilated, the mere phan-
tom of an obfolete title will ne longer be
worth a ftruggle, Lefs than a dozen years
ago, when the chartered privileges of every
corporate body were ftill confidered as more
than cobweb fecurities---when the times,
perhaps, were net ripe for an open avowal
of the projeted innovations on public faith
—the very hint of an attempt to explain away
the Company’s property in their Afiatic ter-
ritories, under the clear and literal conftruc-
tion of their charter, excited univerfal difcon-
tent. ““ Certain flubborn ideas of law and
right,” (as Mr. Burke was pleafed to ftyle
them in a pamphlet, fubfervient to the then
patriotic purpofes.) were apprehended on the
occafion. ¢ Some active perfons of the
Company were given to underftand, that
this hoftile proceeding was only fet up in
terrorem ; that Government was far from an
intention of feizing upon the poffeflions of
the Company. Adminiftration, they faid,
was fenfible that the idea was, in every
light, full of abfurdity, and that fuch @ fei-
Rure was not more out of their power, tharn

2 remofe
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remote from their wifbes’ ¢ The origmal
< plan,” which (he fays before) “jeems to
< have' been, to get the Houfe of Com-
< nions te comphment the Crown with a fort
“ of }udxmal declaration of a title to the Com.
¢ pany’s acquifitions int India,”, is now boldly
; unmafked what could not be carried by a
coup de main, has been obtained by flow ap-
proaches’ in a regular. fiege 5 the outworks
Lave been all feebly’ defended or bafely de-
ferted ; and the Lord Advocate, on a heap of;
ruins, now erects his battery agamﬁ the laﬁ:
t,enablc quarter,

The whole powers ofthc Company were
centered “in General Courts, and were ex:
ercifed by the collective body of Proprie-
tors. They eleGted all their own Direc-
tors annudily, and confidered thole Dire¢tors
but as a Committee (bv which " name they.
were originally ftyled in all the charters
of “the firlt Englith Eaft-India Company)
of their own body, feleCted for the difpatch
of bufinefs. They approved or refcinded the:
appointment and admiflion of all their own,
goveraors and fervants, and declared then‘
own dmdends on the profits of their own
trade. ' "The independent pgrformance of
thefe feveral acts ‘comprifes almoft ” the
whole anthority which ‘a corporate body can
exercife. Ot thefc, formcr A&s of Parlia~
LS ST ment,

H i~
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ment, and minifterialinfluence together,
bave already diminifhed, or defeated the fub-
{tantial effe&, and the Bill now propofed
will obliterate the very form. The little
controul which at prefent remains with the
General Courts over the refolations of the
Dire&ors, and which is the laft relique of
their former refpetability; 'is effcéually to
be abolithed by the 32d claufe of this new.
Bill. ¢ And be it further enacled and de-
¢ clared, that the feveral powers and authori-
« ties by this A& givén to, or vefted in, the:
« faid Court of Dire@ors, fhall and may from
*¢ time to time be exercifed, held, and put in
¢¢ execution by the Dire@ors of the faid Uni-
¢« ted Company for the time being, or any
« thirteen of them; and fhall not be jubject to
¢ be reftinded, revo/éed altered, varied, affeti-
¢ ed, or in any refpect controuled by the Court
X of Proprietors, or any of the Proprietors of
<¢ the faid United Company,’” &c. &c. The Di-
rectors therefore, ‘or ““.any, thirteen of them,”
(for thefe bare majorities are exceedingly
convenient for mipifterial purpofes) are here-
by effeGtually fecured from the mortifica-
tion of having their meafures fcrutinifed,
their motives detected, and their a@s re-
fcinded, by an unmanageablc Court. of Pro-
prietors. No future concurrence of 420
refpeé’i;ablﬂ and mﬂucnced votes {hall here-
after
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after oppofe and defeat ‘the malicious and
interefted’ combinations of thirteen ill-ad-
vifed or corrupted individuals. But, indeed,

no future General Court will probably ever
have a fimilar occafion, or'a fimilar defire ;
for why: fhould" the ‘Company interfere to
ferve 2 flave of the Court, or a tool of
fattion, whom they can neither promote,
prote&, nor difinifs By whom, if they are
not betrayed or ruined (and it may Foﬁ'xbly
be his' intereft to do both) they will inevi-
tably be infulted and defpifed. = They will,

indeed, have one confolation, that of fcemg
their DireGors reduced to their own level
of infignificance ; notwithftanding the hu-
miliating terms of this 32d claufe, which
too manifeftly indicates the forenefs of mi-
nifterial difappointment on the late virtuous
efforts at the India Honfe. If the General
Courts may no longer revoke, or alter, or
controul the powers and authorities of the
Court of Direors, the Dire€ors themfelves
thall be completely manacled and hand-
cuffed in the exercifes of thofe boafied pow-
ers and authorities. Their choice of their
awn Governor General, and the members
of the Supreme Council, fhall be reduced to,
a ‘mere congé d'elire (claufe 27) 5 and they
fhall have no power to difmifs any of them,
from  their fervice. (claufe 31). For, «im

“ cafe
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¢ cafe the Court of Dire@ors of the faid Uni-
¢ ted Company, fhall at any time be dif-
‘¢ fatisfied with the conduc of any Gover-
““ nor General and Captain General of all
¢« the Britith fettlements in India, orany of
« the Members of the Council of the fame
* Prefidency” (meaning, . I fuppofe; Cal-
cutta), “ and fhall be defirous of his or
‘ their, or any of their recal or removal, the
« the faid Court of DireCors fball bave full
‘¢ power and authority,”—to do what ?—
not to order and compel them to obey;
not to fufpend or remove them for difobe-
dience ; not to exercife any of thofe a&s
which it is yet conftitutional for them to
refolve, and (with the confent of the Pro-
prietary) to enforce—but * to reprefent the
 fame to his Majefty, his heirs and fuc-
¢« ceflors, to the intent his Majefty, his heirs
¢ or fucceflors, may have knowledge there-
“ of, and may, upon due confideration and
“ advice thereon, fake fuch meafures con-
“ cerning the fame, as to his Majefty, his
““ heirs or fucceflors, in his or their royal
¢« wifdom, and juftice, fhall feem mofl fit and
“ expedient.” A very confolatory compen-
{ation for thofe powers and authorities held
by law under the prefent charter, and fanc-
ticned by Parliament for above eight years
to come !—Thus we may obferve, that, if

the
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the Coan-my, in their general and corporafe
capacity; are laid at the fect of their ewn
Dire&ors; thefe tyrants of the Company are
with retributive jultice made to'crouch un-
der the throne. *'One privilege indeed the
DireGors will lofe by this A&, of which
it is impofiible to fay too much, and which
I think tan hardly be made up to them by
the moft liberal extenfion of the prefent
mode of conferrmg ‘contra@s, lucrative jobs,
and . all other ‘minifterial douceurs; whofe
value is already fo well afcertained by the
able calculators “of Leddenhall-ftreet: I
mean the chance in which each:individual
among them now ftands, of becoming Su-
preme Counfellor, or even Governor Gene-
ral ‘of Bengal. "This fyftem of beftowing
the chief offices in'India on members of the
€Courtof Directors(however liable to be abuf-
ed) is ‘moft certainly the next laudable and
advantageous expedient to that of fuffering
thofe who have ferved a regular gradation
of duty through all'the Company’s fervice
abroad, to ‘rife by fucceflion and rotation
to feats at the Council-board. But if the
new act fhould take place, local knowledge
or perfonal experience will operate as de-
cifive difqualifications for ferving the Com-
pany ; and the firft pretenfions of their fer-
vants; in all their ‘moft conﬁdcntnal and art

duoils
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duous employments, will be sgnorance and
"incapacity. At prefent, by a very fevere and
undeferved ftigma, thofe wha have been in
the Company’s fervice abroad, are prohibit-
ed from becoming candidates for the Direc-
tion at home, until they fhall have been
a yearin England; and by the 3oth claufe
of the new bill, ¢ it fhall not be lawful
¢ for the faid Court of Dire&ors, upon any
¢ vacancy or vacancies which thall happen
“in the refpe@ive offices of Governor
% General and Captain General, or Counfel-
¢ lor in the Prefidency of Fort William in
«¢ Bengal, or of Governor and Prefident, or
$¢ Counfellor in the Prefidencies or Settle-
¢ ments of Madras, Bombay, or Bencoolen,
“ to nominate any perfon or perfons to fup-
« ply any fuch vacancy—or provifionally
¢ appoint any perfon—to fucceed thereto—
« refpetively, who is or are, or fball be at
¢ the time of fuch nomination or appointinent,
g Direttor or Diretors of the Eaft India
« Company, or fhall bave been a Director
S at any time within the fpace of four years
« preceding fuch nomination or appoint-
¢ ment.”’ I thall expe& foon to fee the
Droite & Aubaine take place here with re-
refpe@ to thofe unfortunate and profcribed
wretches, who have wafted the prime of
their lives in the Company’s foreign fer-.
G vices
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vice, Little elfe remains poffible for them

to fuffer.
? DETECTOR.

LETTER IV

Mr, EpiTog, .

N my laft T ftated fome of the imme-

diate rights and privileges which the exe-
cutive branches of the Company’s authori-
ty, the Court of Directors, and General
Court of Proprietors, would refpectively lofe
by the new Bill; as a farther luftration of
the fame {ubject, and a more dircét proof of
the danpgerous crifis to which all civil liber-
ty is driven by the principles of this Bill, I
thall here, in a fumimary way, demonftrate
the enormous acceflion of power which
would from thence accrue to the Crown:
under 2 hope, that thofe whom no other
motive can perfuade to behold with the
{malleft candour the ‘dreadful fituation to
which the Company are reduced by tyran-
pic influence, will at leaft fhudder at the
introduction of fo fatal a precedent for ather,
Ak S e e ek 4 and
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¢nd thore home-felt augmentations of regal
prerogative,

The firft twenty claufes of the enaéting
part of the Ad, defcribe the powers, civil
and military; to be given to the Governor
General, and Captain General of all India;
~whom (as I am aware that not being ex-
prefsly appointed to reprefent Majefty, he
cannot with propriety be termed Ficeroy) 1
fhall, for the fake of brevity, and with pro~
per conformity to oriental phrafes and man-
ners, in future, derominate the BasHAw.
—In my next letter, I propofe to take a full
furvey of his delegated authority, and in the
mean time, can aflure your readers; that no
three-tailéd minion of the fublime Porte
ever enjoyed a more enlarged, or more def-
potic jurifdicion. This Bafbaw, (however
nominally and {pecioufly he may by the sth
claufe - be made ‘¢ fubje&t—to fuch orders,
¢ and inftrutions, as he {hall from time to
¢ time receive from the Court of Dire@ors
“ of the faid united Company,) ¢ it thall
“ and shay be lawful to, and for the King’s
¢ Majefty, his heirs and fucceflors, by any
‘¢ writing or inftrument under the Royal
¢ Seal manual---to be counterfigned by one
 of his Majefty’s principal Secretaries of
“ State, or otherwife; at his or their royal
* will and pléafure, to recal or remove;”

G 2 =-=2§
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---25 alfo “ the Members of the Council
¢ of Fort William aforefaid, to be at any time
¢¢ hereafter appointed ;+--as alfo all, or any of
¢¢ the Governors and Members of the Coun-
< cils of the Prefidencies or fettlements of
“ Fort Saint George, Bombay, and Ben-
« coolen, or other Britith fettlements in In-
“¢ dia, for the time being ; and to vacate, and
¢t make void all and every, or any appoint-
‘* ment or appointments, as well abfolute as
« provifional, of any perfon or perfons to
“ any of the offices or places aforefaid.”
(Claufe 25.)

The reigning Bathaw, and his Council;
being thus removed by the Fiat of Majefty,
it is provided by the 24th claufe, that the
Court of Directors ‘“ immediately after every
¢ fuch vacancy or recal fhall have been no-
¢ tified to them, or within 14 days after re=
. *¢ quifition fhall be made to them by one

 of his Majefty’s principal Secretaries of
“¢ State, fhall proceed to chufe and nominate
‘“a fit and proper perfon or perfons---to
¢ fucceed,” &c. &c. ¢ and in cafe the per-
“fon or perfons fo chofen fhall not be
¢ approved by his Majefly,---then within
‘ feven days after” (notification thereof)
¢t the faid Court fhall proceed to chufe and
¢ nominate fome other perfon or perfons--=
“ and fo toties quoties,” until his Majefty
fhall approve of their choice. 5
Y
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_ By this claufe the right of nomination ifi=
fidioufly and jefuitically. referved to the
Court of DireCors, is reduced to a meer
congé d’élire.  For if it be allowed that it
is abfolutely neceffary there thould be any
Governor and Council at all, the Crown
may perfift for ever in. rejecting the per+
fons chofen by the Direétors for thofe of-
fices, and the choice muft ultimately fall
on them whom his Majefty thall be pleafed
to recommend. to be chofen.—The Crown can
at prefent nominate a judge, or recommend
a Bifhop---but once appointed, they remain
quam diu bene fe gefferint. - The Bathaw of
India is to be created on a more manage~
able plan : and-while his powers of defpo<
tifm over fifteen or twenty millions of peo=
ple will far exceed all authority known to
the Britith Conftitution, his dependence on
the hand that raifed him, muft be propor-
tionably abjeét and flavith ; his office will
become a meer appendage’ to minifterial li-
berality, as changeable as the Government
at home, and changing . hands regularly
with them : and it will be neceflary for the
Company to have a certain number of pac-
kets always lying ready for the annual, or
more frequent recals and re-appointments
of Whig Bafbaws and Tory Bafbaws: all
aominated of courfe by the Dire@ors, and all

approved
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zpproved by his Majefty.---It will not
avail the Direttors, if they happen by
chance, or on more folid motives, to with for
the continuation of their Bathaw forthe time
being, to hefitate; and, by feigned or un-
avoidable delays, procraftinate the nomina-
tion of his fuccefior, in hopes that Majefty
may relent, or circumftances change in his
tavour: The 28th claufe debars them of all
hope. *“In cafe, and fo often as the faid Court
* of Dire&ors fhall refufe or negleét to pro-
‘¢ ceed to any fuch choice and nomination
“ within the time aforefdid” (only fourteen
days), « then, and in every fuch cafe, and
«¢ {o often as the fame fhall happen, it fhall
“ be lawful for his Majefty---to conftitute
¢ and appoint:--fuch perfons or perfons---
¢¢ as his Mdjefty fhall think proper.”—So
that, if thirteen DireCtors can but be per-
fuaded to perfift for one fortnight in a
refufal to nominate their (or rather the
Crown’s) Bathaw ; or if they fhall not have
been able to come fo a decided choice with-
in that period, the Royal fign manual fet-
tles the matter at once: and a man whofe
very name never reached Leadenhall-fircet,
comes armed with an imperial firmaun to
demand from them unlimited controul over
all their property and all their fervants. If

: they
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they fhould have forefeen this probable in«
convenience, and wifh to. prevent it, by a
timely nomination of provifional fuccefiors
to their moft confidential offices, the new
a& bas even there effeGually difappointed
them: for fuch provifional nominations
¢ it (hail and may be lawful’’ (by the 29th
claufz) ¢ for his Majelty---without the con-
« fest of the faid Court of Dire&ars, or of
¢ the faid United Company, to revoke and
“ vacate,” Indeed, as a very particular
grace, it is liberally permitted the faid Court
of Dire&ors, by the {ame 29th claufe, to
annul (¢ with the confent of bis Majefty, big
S beirs, or fucceffors”) thefe their own pro-
viflonal nominations : " and/ alfo (wbich 1
think can never be granted for any good de-
Jegn or purpefe) the faid Court of Dire&ors
may give falaries to fuch perfons as fhall
by them be {o provifionally appointed, e-
Jore their becoming entitled to, and taking
upon themfelves the feveral offices, if the
faid Court  exprefsly order and direct any
s¢ fuch _falary to commence and be paid at an
“ carlicr period, in which cafe the fame fhall
< take place, as the faid Court fhall direit.”
Who fo blind as not to difcern at leaft half
a dozen Minifterial finecures, az the Com-
pany’s expence, lurking beneath the flimfy
artifice of this paragraph ?-—A provifional

< Bafhaw,
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Bathaw, and his provifional Council, amply
provided with zbe diretlions and erders of
the faid Court for their provifional falaries,
for one, two, three, or any indefinite num-
ber of years, hired meerly to give their
votes at St. Stephen’s,. or for fame. ather
fuch laudable fervice, without the {malleft
intenfion in themfelves to venture over a
thip’s fide on the Company’s account, or
in their Mafters to emancipate them from
domeftic drudgery ! I'!

By the 31ft claufe the Bathaw is render-
ed compleatly and #pfo faéto independent
of all authority whatfoever, as far as the
Company or the Court of Directors are
any way concerned—and his Majefty is
left at full liberty to rejeé all applications
from the faid Court of Direétars for the re-
moval of the Bafhaw or any of his Council,
in cafe the faid Courtfhould (on what
plea or motive foever) “ be diffatisfied with
** them, and be defirous of his or their
¢ recal.”

The 64th and 67th claufes finally rivet
the Company’s fetters, as they give to the
Crown powers of removing and appointing
all the Governors and Counfellors of all
the different prefidencies and fettlements
in India, the fame in every refpet as we
have already feen it to be vefted with in

: regard
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rcgard tad the Suprcmc Government of

Bengal.

While all the rights and privileges of the
Eaft-India Company, as a corporate body
united under a Royal Charter, 2re thus
wantonly facrificed to the prerogative of
the Crown, their very. property is no lefs
effe@ually (though in"a manner fomewhat
lefs glaring) attacked in the 7th claufe of
the new A&, by the diretion of a new
official_ fea! for the public ufe of the Ba-
thaw in all his orders, refolutions, procla-
mations, and other aéts of government,

. The Company carry on all their official
and political correfpondence in India;
through the hands and in the name of
their Governor or Prefident at-cach fettle,
ment refpe@ively : and each Governor or
Prefident has (in conformity to the uni-
verfal and unvaried ufage of the-Afiatics)
a feal cngraved in Perfian_ chara&ers,
with his name, or titles, or fun@ions (as
the cafe is) : ‘and for a&s of internal go-
vernment, the infcription on the feal ex-
preﬁ'es both the 1 powers of the Company,
as Dewan of Bengal, Bahar, and Oriffa,
&c. &c. and the name of the reigning Mo-
gul Emperor, as paramount of Hindoftan.
If it were neceffary to devife a mode by
which the utter annihilation of the Com-

H pany’s
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pany's exiftence (hould at once be clearly
and authoritatively conveyed to the Indian
Princes, and natives of every denomination,
nothing could be fo planfibly recommend-
ed for the purpofe, as a change of the cuf-
tomary feal. ——< Whofe image and fuper-
¢ feription is this?” would they fay to
each other, on obferving the uncouth let-
ters and monftrous figures on the new im-
preflion. ‘¢ What revolution hath taken
 place in the ftamp which ufed to give
“ efficacy to all orders, authenticy to all
¢¢ devices, and validity to all treaties?”’ ——
The anfwer would confign to perpétual
oblivion, the very name of the Company,
and f{uperfede it with that of KING
GEORGE. The application of this feal
(which the Bafhaw is exprefsly ordered by
claufe 22d to carry with him, if he fthould
think it neceffary to go to any or all of the
Company’s other fettlements in India, and
to ufe the fame in all public Aé&s) would
moft emphatically declare to all the Alfi-
atic world, the full aﬂ'umpuon of all execu-
tive and polmcal powers, in the name and
for the fervice of that Monarch to whom
thofe royal arms appertained.
DETECTOR.

LET-
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LETTER V.

MR. EpiToRr,

Cannot help confidering the propofed
bill, for regulating tbe Britifb poffeffions

in India, as an inftance of moft deliberate
treachery againft all the Principles of our
prefent Conftitution. Every paragraph fup-
prefles the exercife of fome pofitive Charter-
ed Right, or wantonly facrifices fome por-
tion of political freedom. I had flattered my~
felf that my two laft letters contained a full
{tatement of the balance in favour of the
Crown, in the new Account Current- with
the Company ; but, in the 15th clavfe,
(page 1oth) I difcover an omitted article,
which alone is fufficient to demonftrate
the iniquitous f{cope and purport of the
whole corrupt compofition. * And be it
 furtber.enacted, That it thall and may be
“ lawful for the faid Governor General,
« and Captain General of all the Britith fet-
¢ tlements in India, for the time being, and -
<« he is hereby authorized and empowered,
< on bebalf of the faid United Company, and
« IN THE NAME OF HIS MAJESTY,
Hz ¢ his,
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i hls heirs and fucceﬁ'ors, from time to
“ time, to negotiate and conclude treaties of
« Amxty, Pcace, Commerce, -or Al iance,
¢« with any of the Indian Princes or Powers,
- ¢ or to declare, make, and levy waragainft

¢ any Indian Prince or Powcr, who fhall

‘¢ commence hoftilities,” &c. &c. ¢ againft

¢¢ the Britith Nation in India, or againft any
« of the poﬁ'eﬂions, {&c. of the faid Coms
‘ pany, or againft the Subjeds, Pofletiions
¢ or Dominions of any Indian. Prince or
¢ Power, whofe Subje@s, &c. the faid Com~
¢ pany fhali have engaged by-any former,

“ or fhall engage by any futare Treaty, to
 defend and guaranty.’® But:a war car~

tied on, or a peace concluded, or a treaty
even of commerce negotiated .in bis Majefty’s
¢ name,: will not infpire any ‘Indian Prince
or Power with many favourable ideas of
the Company’s: refpectability;’ or feem cal-
culated for any liberal purpofes, ¢ on bebalf.
5 of the faid Company.’ His Majefty would
become the principal and fole Axis of -all’
polmcal tranfactions * in India—and even
the unperceived and imperceptible’ Rana
of Gohud would treat on equal terms with'
the Soverelgn ‘of the Britith Empire. The
Company, in the mean time, would have’
no greater credit or ‘importance in’ publi¢
aﬁ'atrs{ than. may be acqmred by the fplén&

i
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did employments of forting mulmuls, and
Wclghmg falt-pctre

But it is now time to take a’pearer
furvey of that monfter of defpotifm, the.
Bafbaw of all Indias who, like his Proto-
types of Bagdad or A]eppo* pofleffing an al-
moft abfolute authority over the lives and
fortunes of millions, is an abjé@ flave to
every paffion or capnce of the power that
created him, and can 'no more dlfputc a
mandate under the fign manual, than he can
break with impunity his Oath of Alle
giance. ' By the fifth claufe of the A&, it
is' provided, that ¢ the whole civil and’
“ military government of the---Prefidency
“ of Fort William, in Bengal; and alfo
¢ the ordering, management, and govern-
“ ment ‘of ‘all the-—-territorial acquifitions
“ and’ revenues, and the fuperintendence
< and controul, as well internal as exter-
“ nal,” (mark that,) ¢ over the refpe@ive
“ Governors, Prcﬁdents, and Councils of all
¢ the other Prefidencies or Settlements ef-
“ tablithed by the faid United Company,
< and the Chief Command over all other
¢ Commanders, Captains, Officers, and fol-
« diers employed, or to be employed, by
¢« the faid United Company in IndJa, fthall
“ be, and the fame are hereby vefted in the |
¢ ---Gos ernor General and Captam General

(l’ Qf
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é of all the Britifh fettlements in India for the
¢ time being.”’—This is the grand Patent of
the Bafthaw’s office; the fum total of his
prefogatives, and the general key to all the
claufes of the Bill. At firft fight, it is evi-
dent that ‘a military man only can be com-
petent for-the difcharge of the military part
of the propofed ‘duty; and as fuch, I hold
him almoft neceffarily and officially incapa-
eitated for the civil fun&ions of a commer-
tial government, and the minute perplexi-
tiés of mercantile  affairs,~--He is to be af-
fifted (claufe 6) by four fplendid fantoms,
tinder the “title of Counfellors, whom he
tilay fummons to theet and advife ‘him in
Council from time to time; ¢ and as often
& g5 be fball think fit 2 but < if it (hall at
t any time happen that the faid Governor
¢ General, and Captain General, fhall pro-
% pofe any. order, refolution, or other act in
& Council, and the major part of the Mem-
¢ bers; or even all the Members of the faid
¢ Council, fhall differ in opinion from hih
¢ eoncerning the fame, and fhall refufe their
i gonfent to the pafling thereof . . . . and fuch
& Members (cannot) be brought to adopt the
&« gpinion of the faid Governor General and
¢ Captain General, then, and in every fuch
it cafc---the faid Governor General and Cap-
% tain General,” (firft taking an oath of his

; : : belict
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belief of the neceflity of the meafure,) * is
“ hereby authorized, by bis fole authority, to
« command the fame to be carried into exe-
“ cution, notwithftanding the diffent of the
* Members of the faid Council.” (Claufe13,)
—As a proof of his independence as far as
concerns the Company, and a badge of fla-
very to the Crown, the Bathaw is to ufe a
feal,  bearing the device, fculpture, and re-
“ prcfentatxon of his Majefly's Royal Arms,
¢ within an exergue, or label, furrounding
“ the fame, with this mfcnptlon, * the Bri-
< tith Seal for India.” (Claufe 7.)—I bave
already declared my opinion of the motives
which led to the injunction of this new
Seal for the political government and corref-
pondence, and of the confequences to which
it will moft affuredly conduce : I fhajl there-
fore only add, in this place, that an imprefs
fion of animals and figures is exceedingly re-
pugnant to the cuftoms and religious fyftem
of all the Mahomedan iphabitants of India,
and argues a very great ignorance of, and jn=-
attention to their prejudices, or an intentional
infult on their feelings.— We haye feen, by
the 13th claufe, an abfolute power given to
the Bathaw; of enforcing any a& which he
fhall think proper, even againft the advice
of all his Council.—The ri1th claufe adds
¥o his authority for carrying all his own pro-

pofitions
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poﬁtlons into full effeG—that of totally an.
nolling and quathing;, without caufe or réa-
forr alledged, al} thofe of his Council, as
“no A&, Refolution, or Order, fhall be
¢¢ called or deemed (fuch) or be carried i in-
« to execution---without the fpecial confent
« of the faid Governor General and Captain
o General.” The 16th claufe empowers him
<« to lcvv, arm, mufter, command, and em-
s« ploy the armies, troops, and foldiers, in
“ the pay-of the faid Company, in India; and
¢« in cafe of invafion, aGual or imminent”—
to enforce military law on  all perfons
<« whorfoever, rcﬁa’mg within ‘any of the
¢ Jands, territories, and dominions, of or be
“ longing to, or fubjec? to the government of
«< the faid Company in India, to refift and re-
¢ pely both at land and ﬁa, all enemies, pi~
‘¢ rates, and rebels, and fuch to purfue, in or
“ out of the limits thereof.” By this ty-
rannous permiffion, the Bathaw is juftified in
forcibly arming all or any part of the Ryots
of Bengal, and in compelling them to take
a fea voyage againft the principles of their
caft, and at the certain lofs of their lives in a
pertinacious and confcientious refufal of all
nourithment on fhip-board, for the purpofe
of tepelling an invafion in thc Northern Cir-
cars.---I need be at no farther trouble for, ob-
je€tions. 'He has alfo, by the 17th and 18th

claufes,
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claofes, duthority to feize and imprifon all
perfons fufpeéted of illicit correfpondence
with Indian or European powers ; and, if the
information be upon oath, may fecure and
take into cuftody even the Commanders of
his Majefty’s fhips or fquadrons, or any per-
fons under them, or any Member of the
Supreme Court of Judicature, or any Com-
pany’s fervant.

It is alfo provided by the 211t claufe, ¢ that
¢ from and after the commencement of this
¢ AQ, all and fingalar the Governors, and
¢ Prefidents, and Councils of all the towns,
<t forts, fa&orxes, prefidencies, -and fettle-
“ ments, which now are, or hereafter may
“ be erected or eftablithed by the faid Com-

¢ pany in India, fhall be dependent upon
¢ and fubordinate to the fuperintending and
¢ controuling power of the faid Governor
“ General and Captain General of all the
¢¢ Britith fettlements in India, iz al/ mﬁ’s
b ‘wbatﬁt’ver civil and military, refpeing

¢ the government and adminiftration ofthe:r

¢ refpective. governments and fettlements ;’
and ¢ if, at any time hereafter, any dan-
‘¢ gerous commotion fhould arife, or fla-
“ grant mifmanagement be committed,”
(cldufe 22,) at any of the fubordinate fettle.
ments, the Bafhaw * may, in perfon, repair
“ to fuch prefidency or fettlement, Zaking
1 i)
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«¢ with him the feal aforefaid,” and on Pros
clamation being made of his arrival, * all
<t the power and authority of the Governor,
¢« Prefident, and Council thereof, fhall be
¢« fufpended, and the whole and fole order-
“’ing, management, and government of
¢« the faid fubordinate prefidency or fettle~
 ment fhall be vefted in the faid Governor
¢ General and Captain General, fo long as
¢ he fhall there remain.”” He may alfo dif~
mifs and fend to Europe the former Prefi-
dent and Council, and appoint others provi-
fionally in their places.—I muft here re-
mark, that when the 13th of the King firtt
took place in India, and a majority of the
Supreme Council of Bengal came from
England to govern the political concerns of
India, without having pafled through the
feveral gradations of employment in the
Company’s fervice, it was judged highly
neceflary for the intereft and well-doing of
the Company, that 4 Board of Trade thould
be eftablithed of fuch of the Company’s
civil fervants as, being fenior in rank, had
naturallyacquired moft experience and know-
ledge in the feveral branches of the Com-
pany’s commerce ; thefe were to have the -
whole and fole management of all the Com-
pany’s mercantile tranfa&ions in Bengal ; for
attention to which the Supreme Council
were
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were {uppofed inadequate, from the multi-
tude and intricacy of their financical and
political {peculations, as well as incapacitated
by an utter inexperience in commercial mat-
ters.—This Board of Trade (for aught that
appears to the contrary in the new AQ) it
is ftill propofed to retain, and thercfore the
new Bathaw and his Council would ftill, in
Bengal, be debarred by law as well as by
+ habit from giving any attention to the rules,
or principles, or practices of the Company’s
trade. But by this 22d clanfe, whenever
the Bathaw fhall judge it expedient to take
his perfon and his feal to Madras, Bombay,
or Bencoolen, he becomes paramount in
commerce as well as in politics, and con-
trouls the Company’s inveftment with as
little ceremony as he contradi@s his own
Council. .

We have feen above, that, by the 13th
claufe, the Bathaw (on taking an cath) may -
enforce any At or Relolution of his own,
againft the advice and confent of all his
Council : and, by the rithclaufe, that with-
out an oath he may quath every propofition
of his Counfellors by the meer witholding of ~/

- his confent. Itthould therefore feem, that by
thefe two claufes the power of the Bathaw
was extended to every thing that can be
called reafonable or decent in any fpecious

Ia2 fyltem
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" fyflem of government, and the oftenfible
funétions of the Counfellors debafed as low
as any man with a fpark of human feeling
about him could fubmit to degrade himfelf
by accepting.—But by the 23d claufe, we
may remark a refinement of defpotifm well
worthy of Afiatic invention: as the Bathaw js
there inftructed how, without the trouble or
cxpence of an oath in the one cafe, -or the
mortitication of putting a negative on the
withes of his' Council in the other, he
may exercife his double prerogative at Cal-
cutta in its whole extent, and take his full
fwing of political authonty, joined to an
efficient and irrefiftable’ {way. over all the
official departments of Commerce at fome
fubordinate fettlement into the bargain, I
muft therefore once more intrude (M.
Editor) on the patience of your readers, for
Jomewhat of a long quotation, whxch I offer
as a hint'to the new Bafhaw never to refide
in Calcutta ; and to his Council never to be
at the fatigue of advifing, or the refponfibi-
lity of exccuting any meafure of Govern-
ment, but to pocket, as quietly as may be, the
miferable wages of their own infignificance.
~~(Claufe 23) ¥ And be it further enacted,
§, that when and fo often as the faid Gover-
tf por General and Captain General fhall be
1 ab(cnt from the faid Prefidency of Fort
; 4 Wllham,
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s¢ William, either upon his vifitation of any
¢ of the fubordinate Settlements, or other
¢ occafion, the ordering, mapagement, and
¢ government of the faid Prefidency fhall
¢ remain in, and be exercifed by the other
¢« Members of the Council remaining at
¢ Fort William, in Bengal,” &c. &c, ---
<« Subject neverthelefs to fuch orders as they
* fhall bave previoufly  received, or may
“ from time to time receive, from the faid
t¢ Governor General and Captain General of
 Bengal for the time being.”
' DETECTOR,

"~

LETTER VL

Mr. EpiToR;

Y HAT part of the new Bi// for the bet-
I ter regulation and government of the
Britifb poffeffions in India, of which I have
in my laft letters difplayed the dangerous ten-
dency and purport, fully authorifes my firm
convition that the whole will be unanj-
moufly rejected by the Legiflature with more
than ordinary marks of fcorn and detefta,
tog,
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tion. An attempt to veft in'the Crown the
fole appointment and difmiffion of all the
Governors, Prefidents, and Counfellors em-
ployed in the | Company’s fervice in India,
and by thefe means the entire contronl and
difpofal of all that property holden by the
Company in-right both of its Charterand of
repeated A&s of Parliament, will certainly
. excite very firong fenfations in thofe who
with to preferve the general balance of our
prefent Conftitution,. A covert and indireét
invafion of the Company’s pofliflions, with-
out the proof or even the pretext of any le-.
gal claim, while it betrays a dirty pettifog-
ging meannefs of impofition, that would dif-
grace both the parts and the confcience of a
beggarly attorney, will, without doubt, be
firongly reprobated by all who forefee the
confequences of innovations on chartered
and parliamentary {ecarities. Thofe who
deprecate the increafe of venal and corrupt
influence in our Government, will affuredly
oppofe fo great an: addition’ to Minifterial
impartance, as would be acquired by the ar-
bitrary means of gratifying twenty more de-
pendeats with moft lucrative appointments
abroad, and of granting provifional falaries
(claufe 29) to five others at home. Men,
who with a more extenfive liberality of fen«
timent feel for the caufe of general liberty,

] : v and
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and look beyond national - prejudices to 2
confideration for the common independence
of mankind, will be interefted by “the moft
exalted of human paffions, fympathy for the
fituation of feveral millions of Afiatics, as well
as fome hundreds of their own countrymen,
expofed to all the worft effe@s of avarice,
ignorance, caprice, or brutality, in a dele-
gated tyrant, for whofe a&ts of lgal/ defpo-
tifm the quickeft pofiible termination ¢an-
not be hoped in lefs than {ix months, and
who, at the bare peril of an oath, is awthy-
rifed to takz upon himfelf the perpetration
of every enofmity that human invention
can fuggeft. = Thefe being the oftenfible and
incontrovertible principles of the new Bill,”
have required ncither art nor induftry to -
difplay them in their proper colours.—~
But as I do not fufpe&t it to have much
chance of attaining to any a&ive powers of
exiftence, I thould think it an unpardonable
trefpafs on the public, were I, in the prefent
ftage of the bufinefs, to diffe& with fo much
‘minutenefs of attention as I have hitherto
employed, the other objectionable Members
that ftill obtrude themftlves on my notice. 1
already difcern ‘ample materials for a dozen
letters were they yet neceffury, on the eight
claufes from the goth to the 47th inclafive :
~~On the certain {eeds of future contention

fown
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fown in the new powers intended for thé
Supreme Court ; in the “aéZive as well as de-
t« [iberative voice "given to the Judges equal-
ly with the Supreme Council, for making
and ifluing ¢ fuch rules, ordinances, and
¢ regolations, as fhall be deemed juft and
‘¢ reafonable for the good order and civil
¢ government of the faid kingdoms of Ben-
¢ gal, Bahar, and Oriffa, and of the coun-
¢ ftries or difiriéls fituate on the coaft of
* Coromandel, known by the name of the
¢¢ Northern Circars” (to which the power or
influence of the Supreme Court of Judica-
ture at Calcutta has never yet had the fhadow
of a claim), ¢ and of all other Countries and
¢ Diftriéts in India, which now are or here-
‘ after may be fubjeGed 2o the government
“ and controul of bis Majefly, or of the faid
“ united Company : and alfo for the better
¢ ordering, management, and government of
“ the territorial acquifitions and revenues,
“ and all other rents,-profits and revenues
¢ arifing and growing due to the faid Com-
¢ pany within the fame, or any of them :
¢ and alfo for the affeffing and levying<«-
¢ reafonable taxes and impofitions-----and
¢ alfo duties of export, import-and tranfit,
‘¢ on all goods, wares, and merchandifes,”<«
&c. &c, — How far, I fay, thefe very un-
W(ual fifeal funtions beftowed on the Judges

i may
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may fuit the interefts of the Company, of
contribute to the benefit of the ftate, may
be left as a fubje@ not ripe, nor likely to
ripen, for difcaffion. From thence to the
8oth claufe (except fo much as relates to the
new mode of appointing Governors and
Counfellors to the fubordinate fettlements)
is but a fuperceflion of powers already grant-
ed to the Company by former A&s and Char-
ters, or a recapitulation of orders even now
in force, or affected refinements on the late
and former Judicature Acts. — How the
Framer of the 81t claufe, which recommends
the eftablithment of falaries in the revenue
départment on a liberal plan, “as a fatifs
¢ fallion for the due and punétual performs
¢ ance of that duty,” will reconcile his pro-
pofition here quoted, to that of the 8gth
claufe, which ena&s, that lifts of all the
civil and military offices and employments
thall be fent home, accompanied with
{¢hemes of ceconomy, and advices how the
fame may be better regulated, &c. &ec. is
not for me to explain. Sure I am, that re-
peated efforts for ¢ retrenching unneceflary
‘¢ expences, and for introducing 3 juft and
‘¢ Jaudable ceconomy in every branch of the
¢¢ civil and military fervice,” have already
been exerted as far as reafon, juftice, and the
comparative duties of different I’cationsé-

: anc
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and neceffary gradations of rank and:
precedence will admit.  Expences may
be thrown into different forms, emolu-
ments may be transferred to new channels,
plaufible pretences may introduce flat-
tering innovations, —but the real and ulti-
mate charge to the public is already as
low as the :public fervice will bear,
If A&s of Parliament fhall continue to con-
fer enormous falaries in pounds fterling to
new Governots and Counfellors, and to
give a licence (not likely to grow obfolete
for want of application) to the Court of
Diretors for granting other provifional fa-
laries to provifional Governors, &c. a/l ouf
of the Company's pocket, the fum total of ex-
penditure will certainly and neceflarily in-
creafe, in fpite of the moft jealous and il-
liberal fcrutiny into all the little perquifites
and eftablithed emoluments of office in In-
dia. TIn thefe cafes, what individuals may
lofe will be infinitely beyond all proportion
of what the public can poflibly gain: and
I affirm, with the utmoft confidence, that
more than what can be fubtracted from fuch
emoluments will and muft (even by the
very reafoning of the 81ft claufe) be added
to falaries.—I fhall now juft flightly run
over the concluding claufes, zbofe fringes of
the bill, and for the prefent take my leave ;

not
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not without pledging myfelf to go into the
merits of each particular article, (hould the
mongrel feetus of fervility and defpotifm fail to
be ftifled in its birth, An A& intended for -
the benefit of our Afiatic fellow-creatures,
fthould be the refult of much difpaffionate
refleCtion, philofophical experience, and dif-
interefted philanthropy. Whilg the caufes of
our calamities in India are fo miferably mif-
underftood and fo thamefully mifreprefented,
every new political prefcription adds to the
complication of diforders. What fubftan~
tial wifdom or found policy can be difcern-
ed in vifionary fchemes for the reftoration
of difpoflefled Rajas and Zemindars, or a ref-
titution of their old feudal authority and ju-
rifdiGion (and that too under the fanétion of
a Britith A& of Parliament!) ? (claufe 82)
as if the ridiculous canting propofals for re-
ftoring ¢ the faid dominions to their antient
* ftate of fplendor and opulence” by fuch
frothy projeéts, had really been proved,as well
as ¢ reprefented to the High Court of Parli=
“ ament.” The 83d claufe argues a
profound ignorance of the internal ftate of
the Country Government, with refpect to the
Revenue, or elfe (which is as little admiflible
in an A& of the Legiflature) the words -
¢ Phougdarree Court™ are by miffake infcrt.
ed for the Words  Court of Dewanny A-

K2 ‘¢ daulet,
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¢ daulet, and at all events it militates 2«
gainft the jurifdition propofed by the 82d
clapte to be reftored to the Zemindars. —
The 84th claufe is an echo to the 44 Re-
folutions of the Secret Committee, as far
as they tend to reprobate the purfuit of
L Schemes of 'Congueft and Extent of Do-
« minion ;” viz. thofe very points, on which
the refolutions themfelves failed to imprefs
convi€tion on any well-informed mind.
Schemes of Conqueft, and a wifh to extend
our Dominion, are ideas perfe@tly diftinct :
they have indced both been imputed to
Governor General Haltings, and both in
every inftance bave been repeatedly, can be
at; prefent,and JShall be at any and every Juture
period, {olemnly difavowed, and fatisfactorily
difproved upon_fulk-and authentic teftimony.
Let the learned Framer of the Bill ftep for-
ward, ‘and produce. his wouchers that Mr.
Haftings hath ever ¢ wilfully adopted of
« countenanced a Syftem tending to infpire
““a reafonable Diitruft of the Moderation,
« Jutlice, and good Faith of the Britith Na-
“tion"—and Iaffure him the charge thall
“he formally and pointedly. refuted. Thefe
affertions, I' own, are vague, but none elfq
can be adapted to ‘his prefent vague futile
and general accufatxons When he has
f/{ab/ _[bed hxs fevcral Cnmmatory Artlclcs,

o
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or when the metaphoric Orator on the other
fide of the houfe (who, like an unruly ele-
phant, cannot be trufted in public without
a camel on each fide to keep him in order,)
has reduced his erratic hyperboles to plain
reafon and matter of fall, then, and then
only, will be the proper time for fpecioufly
bringing forward a Bill to remove the Au-
thor of the Mahratta Peace, and the Saviour
of the Carnatic.

The debts of the Nabob of Arcot, and
thofe of the Raja of Tanjore (including, I
fuppofe, the fums borrowed to pay his A-
gents and Embaffadors refidentiary) are re-
quired by the 86th and 87th claufes to be
inveftigated, which furely did not need the
interference and exprefs injunction of an A&
of Parliament. An order from the Court of
DireGtors might at leaft be competent ta
their examination, tho’ perhaps affiftance
mlght be wanting to enforce their liquida-
tion. I had almoft forgotten the §5th claufe,
which fan&xons the independence of the Raja
of Tanjore by Parliament (no parliamentary
enquiry baving taken place on the fubjet),
on the pringiples recommended to, and
adopted by Lord Pigot.

I thall now take the privilege of an old
correfpondent to leave off abruptly and with«
ent ceremony. While India matters are the

{ubjeck
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fubjeé of difcuffion, and particularly {6 long
as one of the moft refpectable characters
in the Britith Empire fball be wantonly and
injurioufly attacked, you, Mr Editor, and
the public, may expe& occafionally to hear

from b diaieas
DETECTOR.
May 10, 1783, :

OBSERVATIONS
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Osservations oz zhe Eicuta Re-
PORT of the SeLrcT COMMITTEE,

T the conclufion of the Rohilla War in
1774, a Treaty was made between the
late Vizier of Oude, and Fyzoolah Khap,
one of the Rohilla Chiefs — whereby the
latter, on certain conditions, was put into the
pofleffion of Rampore, and fome other dif-
tricts in the Rohilla Country (8 Report, page
18) as 2 Jagheer for the amount of 1475000
Rupees per annum (page 4). In1748, the
Company (through their Refident at the
Court of the prefent Vizier) became Guaran-
tees to this Treaty (page9), In Septem-
ber, 1781, the Governor General of Bengal,
in a new Treaty of Alliance between the
Company and the Vizier, affented to a mo-
dification of this Guarantee : by which the
Vizier was to be permitted, at fome future
period, to refume the ceded lands, on con-
dition of paying the annual ftipulated a-
mount of the Jagheer from his own Trea-
fury, through the hands of our Refident,
But as the Governor General apprehended
fome political inconveniencies both to the,
Company and the Vizier from this propofed
Refumption



72 ]
Refumption of the Jagheer lands, he referv-
ed the atual execution of that Article in the
mew Treaty to an indefinite term, fubjet to
the future interpofition of our Government.
(Page 17.)

This is the outline of ‘#be Cafe’ which the
Select Committee have thought it their Duty
to reprefent to the Houfe in their Eighth
Report, and on which they appear to have
implicitly adopted the general and particular
cenfure exprefled by the Court of Dire&ors
in their general Letters to Bengal, dated 12
July, 1782, and 14 Feb. 1483, (Pages 18,
19, and 20.) .

¢ To procuré and maintain the peace of
¢ India—to quiet the Fears of the neigh-
¢« bouring Powers, who, from the Condu&
¢ of our Servants, have had too much reafon
““ to be jealous of our Encroachments—to
“ adhere ftri¢tly to Treaties, and never to be
¢ the aggreflors—to fecure to the Natives
“ under the immediate Government of the
¢ Country the undifturbed Exercife of their
‘ Religiont and Cuftoms, and to encourage

' ¢¢ Cultivation, Manufa&ures, and Com-
“ merce—are the means by which we hope
“to regain the Confidence of the Native
¥ Princes, and the Attachment of the Peo-
“ ple. By fuch means, and by fuch alone,
* we may hope to fee our affairs once more

gty “ flourifh
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¥ fourith, and Permanency again given to
« the Company’s Pofleflions in the Eaft-
¢ Indies.”

In the canting philanthropy of this plaufi-
ble paragraph, the Select Committee feem to
have difcovered a moft fevere and pointed
Arraignment of the Governor General’s
Conduét in the Cafe above related. For my
own part, I can.only difcern in it fuch a
heterogeneous jumble of internal adminiftra=
tion with external politics, fuch generaland
indefinite references to the Whole of India,
as if it were all comprifed under one univers
fal fyftem of Government, and actuated by
the fame common plan of policy, that fo
far from containing Cenfure, I doubt if it
can ever be firained into meaning.

“To procure and maintain the Peace of
 India,” we ought certainly to be Para«
mount, and muft neceffarily interfere in all
the difputes among the Indian Princes; but
this is diametrically the reverfe of that Con-
du& which our Governments are inftructed
to purfue. “To guiet the fears of the Neigh~
¢ bouring Powers;”” and particularly to ob-
viate the ¢ Reafons they have z0 be jealous of
“ gur Encroachments,” we muft withhold
every degree of influence in the interior
manhagement of the refpetive Territories of
thofe Powers ;1 and yet we cannot poflibly

: L * fecure
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« {ecure to the Natives, under the fmmediate
« Government of the Country, the undifiurbed
¢ exercife of their Religion and Cuftoms,”
(whatever we may to' thofe under the im-
mediate Government of the Company) withe
out continual and very ftrenuous exertions
of authority over the immediate Govern-
ment of -that Country whofe Natives we
would thus fecure.—If we encourage Com-
merce, we need be in no pain about the Cuk
tivation and Manufaélures. They will im-
prove of courfe. But if any other Encou-
ragement be here implied, it can certainly
take place only in thofe Territories over
which the Company exercife an exclufive
Juritdi@ion.—¢* 'The means by which we
‘¢ may hope to regain the Confidence of the Na-
¢ tive Princes” are {urely very different from
thofe which we muft purfue to acquire ¢ zhe
<< Attachment of the People.”” For the firft
obje&, we are bound to be cautious in the
_ extreme, left we afford a pretext for difobe-
dience, or fupport any prefumptuous pretén-
fions in the Subjeéts of any Native Power
towards their Sovereign, either by the per-
fonal protection of a Refident, or the pub-
lic Authority of 2 Guarantee. If therefore;
under the plea of “ fecuring to the Natives”
(fuch, I mean, as are not our own immediate
fubje®s) ‘¢ the undifiurbed Exercife of their
3  Religion
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« Religion and Cufloms,” we officioufly ob=
trude our own ideas and principles of rela-
tive and diftributive Juftice, as Rules of
Acion for the Country Powers in the Ex-
ercife of their own Dominion over their
own Subjets; if we are for prefcribing
the meafure of Obedicnce due from the

Vaffal to his Lord; and, on the pretence of »

proteCting the pebple, avowedly exert an
unlimited Controul over the Prince, we
fhall never ¢ regain the Confidence of the
¢ native Princes,” nor (except by the Jus
fortioris)  procure and maintain the Peace
S otolnd1ars

Upon the whole, this moral and benevo-
lent Paragraph can but at moft be conftru-
ed to exprefs the Senfe of the Court of Di-
re€tors, that it would be good policy in
their Governments abroad to exercife a libe-
ral and lenient Jurifdiion over their own
Territories, and to concern themfelves as
little as poffible with thofe of their neigh-
bours.

« It is exceedingly proper,” fay the Court
of Direttors, in the Paragraph immediately
preceding that which I have juft analyfed,
*¢ that your Government fhould fee that Fy-
*¢ zoolah Khan fulfills his Engagement with
« the Vizier, according to the Treaty gnaran-
“ teed by the Company ”—Much as this
acute
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acute obfervation muft bhave coft of decp
and painful thinking to the Four and Twen-
ty Directors, it would not have been labour
ill-beftowed to have goue a ftep farther,
by confidering how the Government was to
Jee this Engagement fulfilled : for the whole
of the queftion feems to me to turn upon
the - Mode of. Conduét proper to be adopted
upon this Occafion.  For inftance, if Fy-
zoolah Khan were under the acknowledged
Government of the Company, their Orders
muft be deemed fufficient to bring bimtoa
Benfe of his Duty. If he were a Subje&
of the Vizier, by withdrawing our Gua-
rantee,on proof of his violation of the Treaty,
awe gquieted the Fears of a Native Prince on
" the Extent of our Encroachments, and left
the Sovereign at liberty to vindicate his own
rights by his own powers. If Fyzoolah
were an independent Prince, fui Juris, we
had no alternative, thould he perfift in a re-
fufal to perform the Articles of his Agree~
ment, but to jcin our forces to thofe of the
sz;er and, reduce him to a neceflity of
gompliancc, under the terms of the Guaran-
tee.

As this molt effential part of the enquiry
feems to be involved in a ftudied obfcurity,
or at leaft to have been carelefsly overlook-
ed, 1 fhall take the hbcrty to cxamine it un-

deg



der the five following heads; from which,

I doubt not, but we fhall extract fomething

of a decifive and fatisfattory elucidation of

the whole bufinefs.

1, What were the original relative fituation,
views and interefts of thetwo contradt-
ing parties ?

2. For what purpofe, and to what extent,
did the Company annex their Guaran-

“tee to the Engagements between the Vi-
zier of Oude, and the Rohilla Chief ?

3. Was the Treaty, to which the Compa-
ny were Guarantees, actually violated,
or implicitly fulfilled ?

4. How far can the Company, with pro-
priety, interfere in fuch cafes, and in
this particular Cafe ?

5. For what caufe, and to what end, did
the Governor General of Bengal enter
into the new Treaty with the Vizier ?

With refpect to the firft Article, the ori-
ginal Treaties are fo loofe and indefinite, at
leaft the Tranflation is fo extremely fhort of
precifion, that it is very difficult from thence
to form an accurate idea of the footing on
which the Vizier and the Rohilla Chief
refpectively ftood at the moment of their
mutual agreement. The Vizier, in bis part
of the Treaty, is made to fay, “ A Friend-
< fbip having been entered into between me
¢ and Fyzoclah'Khan:” The other party re-

‘ turps
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turns the fame form of phrafe, * A Friend-
¢ fbip having taken place between the Na-
# bob Vizier ul Mulk Behader and me.”
8o far they appear to treat on terms of
equality, reciprocal obligation, and . mutual
independence : and it is only to a negoci-
ation between “parties of fuch a defeription
that the term ¢ Treaty” can with proprie-
ty be applied, Col. Champion makes no
ufe of this word in his public letter (p. 4).
He exprefles himfelf by the terms ¢ agree-
« ment” and “ engagement,” which leave the
nature of the political connc&ion between
the ftipulators perfectly undefined: They
are however entirely confiftent with the re-
lative frates of fovereign and fubjec?, while a
Treaty can only take place where there is
no immediate dependence and acknowledged
fubje@ion. The Counterpart of the Agree-
ment, on the part of Fyzoolah Khan, effec-
tually clears up the doubt, by a full and im-
plicit avowal of his own inferiority, and,
in terms that cannot be mifunderftood, pro-
mifes the allegiance of a fubje&. < I will
¢ always, whilft 1live, continue in fubmifi-
¢ 01z and obedience to the Vizier :*> and far-
ther on, * Whatever the Nabob Vizier di-
¢ rects, I will execute’ This furely is
not” the language of a Treaty; it is a
plain profeflion of Fealty. And if we
became fureties to Fyzoolah Khan for
Y ‘ the
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the due enjoyment of his Jagheer on the
one part, we certainly, on the other, guran-
teed to the Vizier a continuance of fubmif-
fion and obedience from the Rohilla Chief,
and a punctual execution of all his or-
ders. As the mere pofieflion of a Jag-
heer moft indifputably does not emancipate
the Jagheerdar from the condition of a fub-
je& in other refpects, and fiill lefs confers
» the powers and privileges of fovereignty, it
was a great overfight in the Court of Di-
rectors and the Sele¢t Committee to adopt
Mr.D. Barwell’s inaccurate mode of expref-
fion, in calling Fyzoolah Khan’s renters or
ryotts ¢ bis Subjects,” (page 18.) whereas
he and they were in common Subjeés to
the Vizier, as is amply proved by Fyzoo-
Iah’s own ftipulation.—When the Jagheer
was firft granted to the Rohilla Chief, it
was exprefsly valued at 1475000 Rs. * buta
better knowledgeof the country arifing from
the keennefs of examination excited by the
Vizier’s

* ] have examined the Records of the Bengal Go-
vernment for the year 1774, and find that the propofed
Jagheer was augmented from 1200000 to 1475000,
by the ftrong interpofition of Col, Champion, and -
granted with much relu¢ance by the late Vizier; on
Fyzoolah Khan’s moft earneft reprefentation, that
1200000 would be abfolutely infufficient to afford a
mere comfortable fubfiftence to bis Relations and im-
mediate Dependents.
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Vizier’s pecuniary diftrefles, has fince difco-
vered the produce to have heen greatly
(and, it is folemnly urged, fraudulently)
tnder-rated. Moft affuredly the Compa-
ny’s guarantee cannot, by any latitude or
partiality of conftruction, be made to extend
beyond the fettled amount of 1475000 Rs.
and if more had been obtained 4y falfe pre-
tences, 1 fee neither juftice nor plaufibility-
in our interference to prevent the Vizier
from refuming the Overplus. It muft be
remembered, that a Fagheer in India is pre-
cifely the fame’ as a Fief under the feodal
Syftem, and in the fame manner ufually
held by military tenure: that is, fuch a
portion of land is deemed adequate to the
maintenance of fo many Troops, and the
Land-holder is bound to bring that nums
ber into the field on every requifition of the
Sovereign. When Fyzoolah Khan’s Jag-
heer was firft granted, the peculiarity of his
fituation dictated fome peculiar claufes in
the grant. 'While he was a new fubje& to
the Vizier, and while the Rohillas, his
countrymen, might be fuppofed to retain a
ftrong {pirit of revenge for their Lofles, and
had even yet the means of becoming formi-
dable, if united, it was prudence and policy
to obftru& by every cautionary expedient
the very pofiibility of their union, Theres
! fOny
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fore, while other feodal dependents are
exprefsly held to furnith a certain quota of
Troops, it was only ftipulated with Fyzoo-
lah Khan, that he fhould #of- entertain a
JSingle man more than §ooo in his fervice.
His allegiance was at that time confidered
as fufpicious; and the object was not fo
much to render his affiftance ufeful, as his
oppofition fruitlefs. But whatever hopes
of aggrandizement or independence Fyzoo-
lah Khan might have cherifhed in the early
art of his fubmiffion, itis clear, that, after
the death of Sujah Dowla, he was only
anxious to eftablith himfelf againft that
mutability of fortune which is congenial
to all Afiatic governments. We know that
in Turkey, in Perfia, in Hindoftan, and
wherever the principles of the feodal fyftem
have been blended with defpotic power in
the Sovereign, the only fecurity of the
throne feems to confift in the fudden eleva-
tions and removals of the feveral afpirers
to rank and dignity in the State. Jagheers
are granted and refumed, great employ-
ments are conferred en obfure men, and
the firft officers of the State degraded, or
banifhed, or put to death, with a prompti-
tude of decifion, difregard of formalities,
and indifference of perfons, utterly incom-
Pa.ti,blc; with the liberality and refinement of
,, modern,
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modern European manners, It muft cer-
;mnly therefore be more than commonly
grating to the Vizier, to feel the pervad-
ing Influence of Britith interference in the
internal management of his own concerns,
It muft leflen his dignity in the eyes of
every native Prince, and militate againft
all his own notions 6f the rights and func-
tions. of Sovercignty, to be oppofed and
thwarted in exécuting his own purpofes
upon his own Sub}eéts by: the interpofi-
tion of a foreign guarantee.

This will naturally‘ lead us to the fecond
head of enquiry as to the purpofe and ex-
tent of the Company’s Guarantee in the
prefent cafe.  Col. Champion’s original let-
ter on the firft outfet of the bufinefs, ex-
prefles the matter in two lines: « Fyzoolah
¢ Khan is to have a Jagheer of 1475000
«¢ Rs. in the Rohilla Country, wlth liberty
*to keep yooomen in arms.” (Page 4.)
¢ Fyzoolah, in return, was to continue in
¢ fubmiffion and obedience to the. Vizier,
¢ and execute whatever he directed.”
(Page 5.) The Company were not, by this
Guarantee, bound to fecure to Fyzoolah
a revenue of 30 Lacs inftead of 14, nor to
eftablith for him an independent _]unf—
diction over the lards which he held on the
gommon tenure of any ¢ other jaghcer, nor to

% 5 defcatv
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defeat and render null the conditions of
obedience and fubmiffion in which he
pledged himfelf to the Vizier., We find
that before the conceffion of the Guaran-
tee, Jealouﬁes and miftruft had arifen in
both parties; The Vizier {ufpected Fyzoo~
~ lah Khan of an intention to _throw off his
dependence: ¢ It is not impoffible” (fays the
- Company’s ‘Refident at Lucknow) * but
he” (Fyzoolah) ¢ might be induced to form
““connelions, and to engage in.fchemes;
“ incompatible with his duty and zz//egmm‘e '
‘¢ to the Vizier.” (Page 5.) On the other
hand; he obferves, that Fyzoolah Khan,
o havmg heard of the aéts of injuftice and
“ oppreflion which the Vizier is conftantly
¢ exercifing upon thofe who are whol-
 ly at his mercy,” was apprehenfive that
his country fhould be feized, -and him-
felf involved in .ryin. (Page 6.) How
much f{oever - the Vizier might with to
a& up to Fyzoolah Khan’s apprehenfions,
he has hitherto refrained from every thing
that could be conftrued into a deviation from
his engagements : but he has loudly, and on
plaufible grounds, complained of-infra&ions
of - the Conditions on the other part.  His
Letter to Mr. Haftings (page 17) ftates that
the excefs of ColleGtions in the Jagheer is
“« proved io demonfiration” to have been a
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fraud in the firff valuation, inftead of thé
produce of an increafed cultivation, What
collateral proofs the Vizier might have ob-
tained, we are not informed : but fuch is the
pofitive ‘and authoritative Report ‘of Mr,
Johnfon, an Envoy deputed jointly from the
Vizier and the Company’s Refident to the
Capital of the ceded Lands. ¢ Fyzoolah
¢ Kban's excefs of revenue,” fays he, < lays in
“ @ fraudulent valuation at the time of the
« Grant.” (Page 15.) In the next place,
Mr. Johnfon, in his  public capacity, and
in an official letter, pointedly and uncondi-
tionally afferts, that “ at this moment there
¢ are not lefs than 20000 Robhilla Soldiers in
< the diftrit of Rampore alone.””——< Upon
“ this Claufe the Grant runs, and is of courfe
¢ forfeited.” (Page 16.) When we recol-
le@ that all the late Vizier’s policy was ex-
erted, at the time of his firft agréement with
Fyzoolah Khan, to prevent any dangerous
accefs of numbers to his new Subje@’s
ftandard : that out of the prefent Vizier’s
Jealoufy on the fame account, arofe the De-
putation of Mr. D. Barwell, before whom
Fyzoolah Khan was content to caufe near
5000 Troops to be muftered, which Mr.
Barwell found to_fall rather fbort of the num-
ber [pecified in the Treaty (p.7): and that
M. Johnfon now affirms upwards of 20000

to
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to be In Rampore only, it muft feem a littlé
extraordinary that the Court of Directors
thould write (p. 20),  We can no where
“¢ diftover that Fyzoolab Kban has been guilty
* of @ Breach of Treaty.” But this is not
all. Fyzoolah Khan was reftricted, it is
true, to 5000 men ; and on the 2d day of
¢ November, 1780, the Governor General
¢¢ and Council, in their fecret department;
‘< agreed * that the Governor General be
‘¢ requefted to write to the Nabob Vizier,
¢ recommending to him to require from
¢« Fyzoolah Khan the quota of Troops fti-
¢ pulated by Treaty to be furnithed by the
< latter for his Service, being five thoufand
<« borfe.”” (Page 12.) Fyzoolah Khan re-
turned for anfwer, that the sooo men al-
lowed him, confifted, according to his ori-
ginal aflignments for their Expences, * of

‘¢ 2000 horfe, and 3000 foot.” (Page 13.)
That Fyzoolah Khan could not furnith
Troops which did not exift is very certain :
nor is he blamed for it. But he fhould
have offered to raife them, or atleaft to mount
his 3000 Infantry, which would have been
fufficient, if he withed to demonftrate his
“ continuance in fubmiffion and obedience to
¢ the Vizier 5 and in neglecting to make
fuch offer, he moft indifputably ‘cvaded the
“« performance of bis part of the Treaty,” as
ftated
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flated -by ‘the Governor General in his
minute. (Page 13.) To compromife the
matter, to gratify in fome degree Fyzoolah’s
pettinacity ‘without too public a degradation
of the Viziet’s authority ; to patch-vp, in
fhort, this late evafion of the Treaty ere it
fhould amount to an abfolute Breach, was
the obje¢t of Mr. Johnfon’s miffion. ‘As on
the one hand Fyzoolah’s offer flated 2000
Cavalry, -and ‘the original demand had re-
‘quired §ooo— there is an evident conceflion
and with to accommodate the difpute, in
fending peremptorily to ‘“ demand immediate
¢« delivery of 3000 Cavalry” only. (Page
14.) To this injurtion Fyzoolah Khan
anfwered by “a flat Refufal” (page 16):
the very ‘Fyzoolah who had ** {worn on
«¢ the holy: Koran, calling God and his Pro-
¢ phetsto witnefs, *“ that whatever the Na-
< bob Vizier direéts, Iwill execute.” (Page 5.)
Having now, as I think, brought the proof
of a diret violation of the Treaty to irre-
futable demonftration, I would afk how far
the Company can, with propriety, interfere,
as guarantees, to exact a due performance of
the Articles, or to punith the InfraCtion’?
¢ Jt is exceedingly proper,” fay the Court
of Dire@ors, in their General Letter to Ben-
gal (page 18), “ That your Government
«¢ fhould - fée that Fyzoolah Khan fulfils his
‘¢ engage<
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¢ engagement with the Vizier.” The other
part of the Sentence fhews them to have
confidered the Rohilla Chief as an indepen~
dent Prince ; and I have above amply proved -
the contrary from Fyzoolah’s own words.
« But we with,”” fay they, ¢ rather to be
¢« confidered as the Guardians of the Ho-
¢ nour and Profperity of the native Powers
¢ of India with whom we are in any degree
¢ connected, than as the Inftruments of Op-
< preflion: we hope and truft, therefore, "
¢ that no hoftile fteps have been taken
«¢ againit the Rohilla Chief.”

Fyzoolah Khan is no native power, in the
fenfé there applied ; he is a fubje@ to the
. Vizier, guaranteed by usin the poffeflion of
lands to a ftipulated amount, on certain con-
ditions. If he hath broken thofe conditions,
we furely do not become rbe infiruments of
oppreffion, by leaving him to the laws of his
country, or the mercy of his own Sovereign.
The Vizier would have infinitely more rea-
Jon to be jea'ous of our encroachments, had we
pretended to take the powers of executive
juftice out of his hands, and to punifh ac-
cording to our fyftem of Government, or at
our own difcretion, bis fubje@s for a failure
of allegiance to bim. - This would be crying
out in too loud a ftrain, ¢ You fhall be King,
¢ but We will be Vice-Roy over you.” In
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fa&, from the inftant that Fyzoolah Khan
forfeited his claim to the Guarantee: by 3
breach of his engagement, our conne@ions
with him virtually ceafed. He became to all
intents and purpofes amenable to his Sove-
reign the Vizier, and to him alone. Policy,
perhaps, might incline us to ftand between
Fyzoolah Khan, and that wrath which
would ¢ leave him to join his other faith-
¢ lefs Brethren that were fent acrofs the’
“ Ganges ;” but juftice, moderation, and good
Jaith, have nothing to do with it.

. ““ To quiet the fears of the Neighbouring
¢ Powers, who from the conduit of our fer-
““ vants have had top much reafon to be
¥ jealous of our encroachments,” and parti-
cularly to fettle a more mutually advantage-
ous and fatisfatory -alliance between the
Company and the Nabob Vizier of Qude,
was the grand mative which induced the
Governor General to proceed up the coun-
try. He found the Vizier much diftrefled
and much diffatisfed : his Govetnment re-
laxed, his Finances greatly difordered, and
his Country in'confufion. To augment, if
poflible, the produce of the Revenues, to
give vigour to the Exccutive Powers, and
tranquillity to the Kingdom, without alarm-
ing the Vizier’s jealoufy towards any thing
that might feem to trench upon his inde-

- pendence,
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pendence, and at the fame timé without
prejudicing the interefts of the Company,
or committing their honour; required fupe-
rior talents; the cooleft difcretion; and thé
" moft rigorous impartiality.  Among’ the
political evils to which it was found peceflary
to apply a remedy, the flate of Lands grant~
ed in Jagheer feems to have been of the firft
importance. - A profufion in the original
‘donations, fraudulent mif-{tatements of their
value, and abufes in. the management of
delegated jurifdiction, had left the Vizier
but little unalienated property, and as little
rfonal authority. The fecond article of
the new treaty,in prefcribing a palliative for
thefe diforders, effe¢tually- eftablithes their
exiftence. This article (not-quoted in the
Report) is as follows : ~
« That as great diftrefs has arifen to the
¢ Vizier’s Government from the military
“ power and dominion affumed by the Jag-
¢« heerdars, he be permiited to refume fuch
¢ 25 he may find neceffary, with a referve
« that all fuch for the amount of whofe fag-
‘ beers the Company are Guarantes, thall, in
¢ cafe of the refumption of their Lands,
‘ be paid the amount of their nett collec-
< tions, through the Refident; in ready mo-
(13 ne -” - 3
T;;en immediately, follows the third Ar-
N ticle;
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ticle, relative to Fyzoolah Khan, on which
the Eighth Report is to ferve as a Com-
‘ment. .
¢ That as Fyzoolah Khan has by his
<¢ breach of Treaty forfeited the protettion
« of the Englith Government, and caufes,
* by his continuance in his prefent inde-
< pendent State, great alarm and detriment
 to the Nabob, he be permitted, when
< time fhall fuit, to refume his lands, and
‘¢ pay bim in Money, through the Refident,
< the Amount [tipulated by Treaty, after
«« deducting the amount and charges of the
¢« Troops he ftands engaged to furnith by
¢ Treaty, which amount fhall be paffed to
 the Account of the Company, during
¢¢ the Continuance of the prefent War.”
Other Jagheerdars, therefore, againft
whom we hear of no explicit charge what-
ever, are to fuffer a refumption of their
Lands; and why not.Fyzoolah Khan?
Many of them, we fee, are guaranteed by the
Company as well as ke, and a violation of
the agreement on bis part ftands upon re-
cord ; a flat refufal to execute what the
Vizier bad directed, and a declaration ¢¢ that
< he would abide by it.” (Page 16.) If the
Refumption of Jagheers in general were
found a meafure connected with the fafety
or welfare of the ftate, I fhould fuppofe
‘ political
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political | neceffity a fuil jultification for. its
admiffion. But though the plea were al-
lowed as far as concerned the other Jagheer-
dars, the Governor General’s good fortune,
combined with his prudence, interpofed to
make the cafe of Fyzoolah Khan a fubje
for a diftin¢t article. It indicates a thorough
forefight of the malevolence of his enemies,
that he fhould have provided for an attack
on the feparate cafe of Fyzoolah Khan,
which, to every perfon on the fpot, muft
have appeared to be entirely blended with
the general concerns of all the other Jag-
heerdars. But there is a nicety of condu&
in this tranfa&ion, a delicacy of difcrimina-
tion between the actual rights or powers of
the Vizier, and the policy of permitting
their full exertion, that, while it cannot dif=
prove the fa&t of Fyzoolah’s forfeiture, is
content to palliate its enormity ; and while
the Governor ‘General might juftly have
reprobated the open violation of the treaty
in the ftrongeft terms, he is fo moderate as
to fay, in his Remarks on this third Article,
“ The condu@ of Fyzoolah Khan, in
¢ refufing the aid demanded, though zot an,
“ abfolute breach of the treaty, was evafive

¢ and wncandid.” (Page 17.)
The faé is, that, had Mr. Haftings ad-
mitted to its fulleft extent, the whole cir-
N 2 cumitance
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cumftance of the manifeft breach of the
treaty, it would hardly have been warrant-
able’in him to fcreen the Rohilla Chief,
as he has done, from the utmoft effeGs of
the Vizier's offended authority. But he
knew, probably, as well as the Court of Di-
recors, * Fyzoolah Khan's merits with the
& Company ;” he ftill recollected ‘the former
*  mark of bis faithful attachment,” in fend=
Ing, *“ without hefitation or dclay 500 men
¢ to co-operate with our forces;” and be-
ing befides  of opinion that neither the
“ Vizier'’s nor- the Company’s interefts
¢ would be promoted by depriving F} 200~
% lah Khan of his independency,” (page
17,) he {ulpended the Vizier’s claim, which
he could not in_point of equity attempt to
controvert, and * referved the executzm of
< the agreement to an indefinite term.” No-
thmg, indced, can, in my mind, exculpate
the Governor General for fuch apparent
mterference and partial protection to the
difobedient Subje® of an indgpendent
'Prmce, “ which muﬁ be known to all the fur-
rozmdmg powers,” and which may well
excite ¢ future combinations againft us’ in
thofe who from this example can-but have
¢ too much reafon to be jealous of our eu-
“ croachments”’— Nothing, I fay, can excul-
Patc Mr. Haﬁmgs on this head, but the full-
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nefs of his conviion, that it was neceffary
for our Government to interpofe to prevent
any ill effeCts from the violence of the Vi-
zier’s difpleafure, and the chance of danger-
ous commotions in the country.

On the whole, It is as clear as the fun, that
Fyzoolah Khan was a fubjet of the Vizier:
that he had obtained, by an unfair valuation,
Lands far beyond the amount of his Grant :
that he had, by a dire& breach of the Con-
ditions on which thofe lands were held, for-
feited all claim to the Company’s Guaran-
tee : that the Vizier had an inherent indif~
putable title to the refumption of the Jag-
heer : and that the Governor General, en-
tirely from prudential motives, fufpended the
Execution of that Juftice, and the Exertion
of that Prerogative, to which he could but
admit the folidity of the Vizier’s preten-
fions.

DETECTOR,
21/ May, 1783.
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